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CHRONOLOGY OF “THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES.” 


THE PARLIAMENTARY HISTORY contains all that can be collected of the Legislative 
History of this country from the Conquest to the close of the XVILIth Century (1803), 36 vols. 
The chief sources whence these Debates are derived are the Constitutional History, 24 vols. ; 
Sir Simonds D’Ewes’ Journal ; Debates of the Commons in 1620 and 1621; Chandler and 
Timberland’s Debates, 22 vols. ; Grey’ s Debates of the Commons, from 1667 to 1694, 10 vols. ; 
Almon’s Debates, 24 vols. ; Debrett's Debates, 63 vols.; The Hardwicke Papers ; Debates in 
Parliament by Dr. Johnson, &c., &e. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES commence with the year 1803, and the contents are 
set forth in the following Chronological Table :— 





HISTORY. (SIXTH PARLIAMENT.) 








CONQUEST to 34 GEO. II.—1066 to 1760. Vol. 39 & 40...59 Geo. IIL. ...... 1819 
Soe: |: Paras 60 = ... 1819-20 


Vol. 1 to 15, 1 Wit. I. to 34 Geo. IL. 


1066-1760 
Second Series. 


REIGN OF GEORGE IV.—1820 to 1830. 
(SEVENTH PARLIAMENT.) 


REIGN OF GEORGE III.—1760 to 1820. 


Vol. 15 to 35, 1 Gro. III. to 40 Gro. III. 
1760-1800 


a o Vol. 1 to: 3)... Tl -GROMIV. se... 1820 
(First PARLIAMENT.) _ 4& 5... 2 nem 182] 
GIO" vasoseses 41 Geo. IIL......... 1801 — 6=—— 7... 3 i” ol eeieete 1822 
ma OD hee seeaee 42 <=! | saisvew awe 1802: —  8— 9... 4 asus 1823 
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(SECOND PARLIAMENT.) — 12 — a 6 a passes _— 
VOL Se ccc 49 Geo, IiL......19023| ~ 4—'- § oe Oe —_ 
_ (EIGHTH PARLIAMENT.) 
DEBATES. VololG> =.tscsces 1 GEO: ENS ose 1826 
First Series. aoe Maer Ss mm abi 1827 
- 18 & 19... 9 — eee 1828 
(SECOND PARLIAMENT—continued.) => Ir BT. 10 ee antisite 1829 
Vol 1 & 2...4¢ Gro: BMl....... 1803-4 — 22 to 25...11 ——i ew ehes 1830 
— $6 Bi4D 19 —— cessic L805 
— 6 & 7...46 ae details 1806 Third Series. 
(THIRD PARLIAMENT. ) REIGN OF WILLIAM IV.—1830 to 1837. 
Vol... 8 & 9...47 Geo. III ...... 1806-7 (NINTH PARLIAMENT.) 
, Vol). toe 3.20. 1 Watts BV...005.: 830- 
(FourTH PARLIAMENT.) ° ‘ ; —— 
Vol. P to gp (cKO. HT:.....3. ae (TENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
— 12—14...4§ ser “enone 809. ; Pane 
— 15—17...30 ae 1810 Vor. 4 too 8... 2 Wek TV. ccs. 183] 
— 6—9..81 — ... 1916! PSR | ie 1832 
— 21 — 23...52 — = eeencs 1812 
(ELEVENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
(FIFTH PARLIAMENT. ) Vol. 15: to: 20....4 Winn. DV... ...0< 1833 
» Fs 4 y= 
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99 to 31...55 — ... 18914-15| (TWELFTH PARLIAMENT.) 
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— 37 — 38...58 ae 1818 | — 36 — 38... 8 Shy lecdghs 1837 
a 2 








lv 


CHRONOLOGY 


REIGN OF VICTORIA—1837 to 1901. 


Vol. 


(THIRTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 


39 to 44... 1 VICTORIA ...... 1838 
45— 50...32 — ssesae 1839 
51 — 55... 3 or 1840 
ee ee a (a) 1841 


(FOURTEENTH PARLIAMENT. ) 
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(EIGHTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 


OF “THE PARLIAMENTARY 


DEBATES ”—cont. 


(TWENTIETH PARLIAMENT-—cont.) 


| Vol. 209 —213...35 VICTORIA ...... 1872 

214 —217...36 de 1873 
| (TWENTY-First PARLIAMENT.) 

| Vol. 218 to 221...37 VICTORIA ...... 1874 

222 —226...38 Se | (ahaa 1875 

= OFT —230...39 SS Sey sae 1876 

— 232 —236...40 ne ee 1877 

— 237 —242...41 <= waeare 1878 

— 243 —249...42 — ... 1878-9 


— 2506251..48 — (a) 1880 
(TWENTY-SECOND PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 252 to 256...43 Victoria  (b) 1880 
— 257 -—-265...44 aC 188} 
— 266 —273...45 . (a) 1882 
— S20. — (b) 1882 
— 276 to 283...46 SS aseast 1883 
— 284 —292...47 ae 1884 
— 293 —301...48 — ... 1884-5 





(TWENTY-THIRD PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 302 to 307...49 Victoria = (a) 1886 
(TWENTY-FouRTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 308 & 309...49 Vicroria  (b) 1886 


— 310 to 521...50 — isovce L887 
= S22 —saz...D1 a (5030s 0G0e 
eo eee | | eC 1889 
— 341 —348...53 et 1890 


— $49 —356...54 <= 
Fourth Series. 

(TWENTY-FOURTH PARLIAMENT—cont.) 

Vol. lto 6...55 Vicrortia 


... 1890-1 


(TWENTY-FIFTH PARLIAMENT.) 


Nol, 7 iec0sc5-.06 VICTORIA ...... 1892 
— 3° ¢0 21.057 — ... 1893-4 
SS ee Onn 1894 
—— 20) <x 85...58 ee ON or anne 1895 





Vol. 154 to 155...22 Vicroria  (b) 1859 (TWENTY-SIXTH PARLIAMENT.) 
— 156 —160...23 —— sana lat a Beeeeren 59 VICTORIA ...... 1895 
— 161 —164...24 — Tee. i861) — 37 to 44...59 —- ... 1895-6 
— 65—168..95 — ..... meet 46 —68..00 — — rieses 1897 
— 169 —172...26 a 1863 | --— 53 — 65...61 ——  aweaies 1898 
= 7S 176... 27 See cere 1864| — 66 — 76...62 ==  jekese 1899 
— 177 —180...28 i Seu dewe 1B60)|) —— 87 — kxessecee 63 — —naseee 1899 
- 48— 8%...63 er 1900 
(NINETEENTH PARLIAMENT.) — & ... 63&64 — ...... 1900 
Vol. 181 to 184...29 VicTorRIA ...... a ali sa Gr.n 1900 
— 165 -—189..30 —_...... 1867 | (TwentTy-SEVENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
<j ne SOOT S 1 Vial, BB ....0852 64 VICTORIA ...... 1900 


(TWENTIETH PARLIAMENT.) 


194 to 198...32 VierorIA ... 1868-9 
199 —203 33 ee 187) 
204 to 208...34 eg 1872 | 


REIGN OF EDWARD VII. 

| (TWENTY-SEVENTH PARLIAMENT—cont.) 
1 Wiel). BO)... secs. 1 Epwarp VII. 1901 
— 90to93... 1 —- ..-1901 





oe nn et 


TP A Om teed eet 


__" 


EE a ee 


8380 


880 
88] 
882 
882 
883 
884 
34-5, 


S86 


886 
S87 
SAS 
389 
390 
0-1 


95 
-6 
97 
98 
I9 
d9 
00 
J0 
0 


)O 


)1 
)} 





HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS 
OF STATE, Ere. 





THE CABINET. 


Prime Minister and Lord Privy Seal——Most Hon. the Marquess of SALISBURY. K.G. 

Lord President of the Council His Grace the Duke of DEVONSHIRE, K.G. 

Lord Chancellor Rt. Hon. Earl of HALSBURY. 

First Lord of the Treasury ——Rt. Hon. ARTHUR J. BALFOUR. 

Secretaries of State 
Foreign Affairs 
Home Department 











Most Hon. the Marquess of LANSDOWNE, K.G., G.C.M.G., G.C.S.1. 
tt. Hon. CHARLES T. RITCHIE. 














Colonial tt. Hon. JOSEPH CHAMBERLAIN. 
War tt. Hon. W. St. JOHN BRODRICK. 
India Rt. Hon. Lord GEORGE HAMILTON. 





Rt. Hon. Sir MICHAEL Hicks BEACH, Bt. 
tt. Hon. the EARL OF SELBORNE. 
2t. Hon. Earl CADOGAN, K.G. 





Chancellor of the Exchequer 
First Lord of the Admiralty 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
Lord Chancellor of Ireland tt. Hon. Lord ASHBOURNE. 

President of the Board of Trade ’t. Hon. GERALD W. BALFOUR. 
Postmaster-General—— Marquess of LONDONDERRY, K.G. 

Secretary for Scotland——Rt. Hon. Lord BALFOUR OF BURLEIGH. 

President of the Local Government Board Rt. Hon. WALTER H. LONG. 
Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster tt. Hon. Lord JAMES OF HEREFORD. 
First Commissioner of Works Rt. Hon. A. AKERS DOUGLAS. 

President of the Board of Agriculture——Rt. Hon. R. W. HANBURY. 























NOT IN THE CABINET. 


Parliamentary Secretary to the Treasury ——Rt. Hon. Sir W. WALROND, M.P. 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury —J. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, Esq., M.P. 
Chief Secretary for Ireland Rt. Hon. GEORGE WyNDHAM, M.P. 
Vice-President of the Board of Education Rt. Hon. Sir J. ELDON Gorst, M.P. 
Secretary to the Admiralty——HucGu O. ARNOLD-ForRSTER, Esq., M.P 
: fH. T. ANSTRUTHER, Esq., M.P. 

Lords of the Treasury —{ WiLuiAM HAyEs Fisu a8 Esq., M.P. 

(Vice-Admiral Lord W. T. KERR, K.C.B. 

: Rear-Admiral A. L. DouGLas. 

Lords of the Admiralty—, Rear-Admiral A. K. WILSON, V.C., C.B. 

capt. A. W. Moore, C.B., C.M.G. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Foreign Ottice-—Viscount CRANBORNE, M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Home Oftice——Ré. Hon. JESSE COLLINGs, M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Coleniai Office—Rt. Lion. Earl of ONSLow, G.C.M.G. 
Parliamentary Secretary, India Office——Rt. Hon. Earl of HARDWICKE. 
Parliamentary Secretary, War Oftice——Rt. Hon. Lord RAGLAN. 
Parliamentaiy Secretary to the Board of Trade {t. Hon. Earl of DUDLEY. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Local Government Board——J. GRANT LAWSON, Exq., M.P. 
Financial Secretary, War Office Lord Stanley, M.P. 
A ttorney-General——Sir R. B. FINLAY, Q.C., M.P. 
Solicitor-General——Rt. Hon. E. Carson, Q.©., M.P. 























vi HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF STATE. -—(Cont.) 


OTHER OFFICERS OF STATE. 
Judge Advocate-General——Rt. Hon. Sir F. H. JEUNE, K.C.B., President Probate, Divorce 
and Admiralty Division. 
Lord Chamberlain——Rt. Hon. Lord CHURCHILL, K.C.V.O. 
Vice-Chamberlain——Hon. AILWYN E. FELLOWES, M.P. 
Lord Steward——Rt. Hon. Earl of PEMBROKE AND MONTGOMERY, G.C.V.O. 
Master of the Horse His Grace the Duke of PoRTLAND, K.G., G.C.V.OQ. 
Paymaster-General His Grace the Duke of MARLBOROUGH. 
Comptroller of the Household Viscount VALENTIA, M.P. 
Treasurer of the Household Rt. Hon. Earl Howe. 
Master of the Buckhounds Rt. Hon. Lord CHESHAM, 
Captain Yeomen of the Guard——Rt. Hon. Earl WALDEGRAVE. 
(General Rt. Hon. Viscount Bripport, G.C.L. (permanent) 
| Rt. Hon. Earl of Kinrore, G.C.M.G. 
| Rt. Hon. Earl of DENBIGH. 
Lords-in- Waiting —— / Kt. Hon. Lord Harris, G.C.S.L, G.C.LE. 
| Rt. Hon. Lord LAWRENCE. 
Rt. Hon. Earl of CLARENDON. 
Rt. Hon. Lord BAacor. 
SCOTLAND. 
Secretary for Scotland and Keeper of the Great Seal 
Lord Justice-General——Rt. Hon. J. B. BALFOoUR. 
Lord Advocate——Rt. Hon. A. G. Murray, Q.C.. M.P. 
Lord Justice Clerk Rt. Hon. Lord KinspurGu, C.B. 
Lord Clerk Register——His Grace the Duke of MonNTROSE, K.T. 
Lord High Commissioner Rt. Hon. Earl of LEVEN AND MELVILLE. 
Solicitor-General— CHARLES Scorr Dickson, Esq., Q.C., M.P. 


IRELAND. 


Lord Lieutenant——Rt. Hon. Earl CADOGAN, K.G. 

Lord Chancellor ——Rt. Hon. Lord ASHBOURNE. 

Chief Secretary ——Rt. Hon. GEORGE WYNDHAM, M.P. 

Under Secretary Rt. Hon. Sir DAvip HARREL, K.C.B., K.C.V.O. 

Department of Agriculture and Technical Instructicn President : The Rt. Hon. the CHIEF 
SECRETARY FOR IRELAND; Vice-President: Rt. Hon. HORACE PLUNKETT. 

Attorney-General——Rt. Hon. J. ATKINSON, M.P. 

Solicitor-General GEO. WRIGHT, Esq. 




















Rt. Hon. Lord BALFOUR OF BURLEIGH. 





























PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Chairman of Committees Rt. Hon. Earl of Morey. 

Clerk of Parliaments——HEnry J. L. GRAHAM, Esq., C.B. 

Deputy Clerk of Parliaments (Clerk Assistant) Hon. E. P. THESIGER, C. B. 

Reading-Clerk and Clerk of Outdoor Committees 

Counsel to the Chairman of Committees—--ALBERT GRAY, Esq. 

Chief Clerk and Clerk of Public Bills H. C. MALKIN, Esq 

Senior Clerks 
Clerk of Private Bills, and Taxing Otticer of Private Bill Costs 
Peers’ Printed Paper Office——A. HARRISON, Esq. 

Principal Clerk, Judicial Department, and Taxing Officer of Judicial Costs 
TAYLOR, Esq. 

Clerk of the Journals W. A. LEIGH, Esq. 

Principal Clerk of Private Committees—J. F. SyMONS JEUNE, Esq. 

Other Clerks F. SKENE, Esq. ; W. H. HAMILTON GorDon, Esq. ; C. L. ANSTRUTHER, Esq 
(Clerk attending the Table); Hon. A. MCDONNELL; A. H. Roprnson, Esq. ; H. P. St. 
JOHN, Esq. ; V. M. BrppuLpn, Esq. ; Hon. E. A. SToNoR; H. J. F. BADELEY, Esq. ; 
u. HEADLAM, Esq. ; J. B. HoTHAM, Esq. 

Accountant——G. I ULKEs, Esq. 

Copyist——Mr. T. A. Court ; Assistant Copyist Mr. H. P. Norris 

Messengers Messrs. W. WorFELL, A. A. WORFELL, C. E. CHIZLETT, A. N. STOLL, J. W. F. 
Locke, J. MCMILLAN, G. BENNETT. 

Librarian——S. ARTHUR STRONG, Esq. 

Assistant Librarian—— A. H. M. BUTLER, Esq. 

Messenger Mr. W. H. G. STREVENS. 

{Examiners for Standing Orders C. W. CAMPION, Esq. ; J. F. SYMONS JEUNE, Esq. ; Clerk 
—J. W. G. BonD, Esq. 

Gentleman Usher of the Black Rod——Gen. Sir Michael A. 8S. BrppULPH, G.C.B. 

Yeoman Usher—— Captain T. D. BUTLER. 

Serjeant-at-Arms—— Major-General Sir ARTHUR ELLIs, K.C.V.O., C.S.L. 




















k. W. Monro, Esq. 
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PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS.—(Cont.) 


tions Serjeant-at-Arms——S. HAND, Esq. 

Resident Superintendent——Mr. J. K. WILLIAMS. 

Shorthand Writer W. H_ GURNEY SALTER, Esq. 

Principal Doorkeepers Messrs. W. CHANDLER, i, Fox, F. HOLMAN. 

First Class Assistants Messrs. C. WALKER, J. HEDLEY, J. LANE. 

Second Class Assistants Messrs. B. GALLOP, H. B. STREVENS, G. W. Cross, W. STOPP. 

Third Class Assistants Messrs. J. WooLAcoTt, A. A. EDNEY, J. F. BAUM. 

a Messrs. A. J. SOLMAN, J. B. Forsytu, C. CHAPMAN, W. PHILLIPS, 
V. W. MEATES. 

gallons of Refreshment Rooms 

Inspector of Police attending the House of Lords 




















Mr. WILLIAM AGGAS. 
Mr. T. KENDRICK. 














PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Clerk of the House of Commons ARCHIBALD MILMAN, Esq., C.B. 

Clerk- Assistant FRANCIS B. G. JENKINSON, Esq., C.B. 

Second Clerk-Assistant——ARTHUR W. NICHOLSON, Esq. 

Principal Clerks- 
Publie Bill Office, and Clerk of Fees W. GiBpons, Esq. 

Clerk of the Journals— W. H. Ley, Esq. 
Committee Office- . DICKINSON, "Esq. 
Private Bill Office i. H. W. SOMERSET, Esq. 

Senior Clerks —F. St. GEORGE TUPPER, Esq. ; H. C. Tower, Esq. ; C. V. FRERE, Esq. ; 
L. T. LE MARCHANT, Esq. ; G. C. GIFFARD, Esq. ; Sir E. H. Doy LE, Bart. 

Assistant Clerks S. L. Smmeon, Esq. ; ARTHUR I. DASENT, Esq. ; E. C. H@WE BROWNE, 
Esq. ; HORACE WEST, Esq.; HENRY A. FERGUSON- DAVIE, ray ARTHUR H. ELLIS, Esq. : 
Percy A. SUL, Esq.; FF. R. WILLIAMS WyNN, Est ; W. E. Grey, Esq.; F. C. 
HOLLAND, Esq. J. W. G. Bonb, Esq. ; T. L. WEBSTER, fisn. 

Junior Cler ’ C. DAWKINS, Esq. : A. F. B. WILLIAMS, Esq.; R. P. CoLoms, Esq. ; 

H. FELL, I Esq. ; ; R. E. CHILpers, Esq. ; J. Scorr PorTrER, Esq. ; F.C. BRAMWELL, Esq.; 
W. T. LEGGE, Esq.3 C. R. TURNER, Esq.; W. K. GIBBONS, Esq. ; A. E. A. W. SMYTH, Esq. 

Collectors of Fees on Private Bills C. L. LockTon, Esq. 

Shorthand Writer W. H. GuRNEY SALTER, Esq. 

Office Clerk in Committee Office——Mr. T. FEILDEN MITCHELL. 

Oftice Clerk in Journal Office——Mr. A. A. TAYLOR. 

Messengers Messrs. J. J. SHELVEY, C. DAvirE, W. QUANTRILL, H. JONES, G. D. WELLER, 
J. ARMSTRONG, J. WooDWARD, J. Ivory, G. NORMAN. 

Serjeant-at-Arms H. D. ERSKINE, Esq. 

Depaty Serjeant F. R. GOsset, Esq. 

Assistant Serjeant——W. H. ERsKINE, Esq. 

Doorkeepers——Mr. W. WILSON, Mr. M. [NGLEFIELD. 

Office Messenger Mr. C. J. H. SHEARN 

Messengers (Ist Class) Mr. H. HAMBLING, Mr. C. WoopcraFt, Mr. R. ROBERTSON, Mr. 
J. Hitus, Mr. J. SPRAGUE, Mr. A. ANDREWS, Mr. T. B. SprAy, Mr. G. TYE, Mr. R 
Hossy, Mr. G. ANSTEY, Mr. J. H. Day. 

Messrs. J. HENDERSON, G. WAINWRIGHT, J. GUYATT, R. TURTLE, 





















































Messengers (2nd Class) 
A. HASKELL, A. C. JOHNSON, G. CLAPPERTON, H. 9 LININGTON. 

Superintendent of Members’ Waiting Room——Mr. J. F. HENLEY; Assistants-——Mr. W. 
BROADBENT ; Porters Messrs. J. ORAM, T. MARTIN. 

Postmaster. - EDMUND W. PIKE; Hall Keeper Mr. J. GLYNN. 

Office Keepe . W. HARVEY. 

Chaplain to the House tev. Canon BASIL WILBERFORCE, D.D. 

Secretary to the Speaker EDWARD GULLY, Esq. 

Counsel to the Speaker——Hon. E. CHANDOS ‘LEIGH, Q.C., C.B. 

Trainbearer as J. FRENCH. 

Messenger Mr. T. VINEY. 

Referee of Private Bills ALFRED BONHAM CARTER, Esq., C.B. 

Examiners of Private Bills C. W. CAMPION, Esq., J. F. Sy MONS JEUNE, Esq. 

Taxing Master C. W. CAMPION, Esq. ; Clerk B. H. FELL, Esq. 

Librarian R. C. Ww ALPOLE , Esq. ; Assistant Librarian E. G. HARVEY, Esq. ; Clerks 1 
Library ek Be CRIMP, Wm. STEWART; Messengers Messrs. A. FIRMIN, 
W. HAGUE. 

Vote Office—— 
Chief Clerk . M. KILLICK, Esq. 
Assistant C ‘eng A>. E, SMITH, tn. H. OTwaAy MAYNE, Esq. 
Messenger——Mr. JOHN EDWARDS. 



























































Printers—— 
Journals G. E. BRISCOE EyRE, Esq. 
Votes——J. b. NICHOLS, Esq. 





Mr. SCANTLEBURY. 





Chief Inspector of Police attending the House of Commons 
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VOLUME XCIII. 


FIFTH VOLUME OF SESSION, 1901. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: MONDAY, 29TH APRIL, 1901. 
ROYAL ASSENT. 
ComMISSION.—The following Bill received the Royal Assent :-—Army (Annual) 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lord Chancellor acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that the 
further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been com- 
plied with :—Gravesend Gas; Finchley and Hendon Tramways [H.L.] ; 
Honley Urban District Council (Gas) ; London Bridge Widening ; Great 
Northern Railway ; Bury Corporation Tramways. Also the Certificate 
that no further Standing Orders are applicable to the following Bill :— 
Thames and Severn Provisional Order. And also the Certificate that the 
further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have not been 
complied with :—London, Tilbury, and Southend Railway. The same 
were ordered to lie upon the Table 


Rodgers’ Patent Bill [H.L.].—Presented (pursuant to leave given on 
Friday last), and read 1¢ — ss ae a ae - Re 


Mersey Docks and Harbour Board Bill [1.1.]—The King’s consent 
signified ; and Bill reported from the Select Committee with Amend- 
ments 


New Swindon Gas Bill [.L.].—Reported with Amendments 


Bath Gas _— and Coke Bill [u.L.].—Reported with Amend- 


ments 


Central London Railway Bill |1.1.].--The order made on the 12th 
March last for the commitment of the Bill, and for the Committee to be 
proposed by the Committee of Selection, discharged. Moved that the 
Bill be divided into two parts, viz. :—Central London Railway (No. 1) 
Bill ; and Central London Railway (No. 2) Bill—(The Chairman of Com. 
mittees) ; agreed to; and Bill divided accordingly. Then it was moved 
that the Reports of the Examiners on the Central London Railway Bill 
be held to apply to the Central London Railway (No. she Bill and to the 
Central London Railway (No. 2) Bill ; agreed to ‘ 
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x TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
April 29.] 
Central London Railway (No. 1) Bill [1.1.|.—Committed; the 


Committee to be proposed by the Committee of Selection ; all petitions 
presented praying to be heard by counsel against the Central London 
Railway Bill [H.L.| to be deemed to have been presented against the Central 
London Railway (No. 1) Bill [H.L.] re Bs 2 ee = oie 


Colwyn Bay and Colwyn Urban District Gas Bill.—Brought 


from the Commons ; read 1”; and referred to the Examiners 


on i and Improvement of Lands (Ireland) Provisional Order 
Bill.—Brought from the Commons ; read 1a ; to be een ; and referred 
to the Examiners. (No. 44) 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation Bill [11.|. (No. 41.)— 
A Bill to confirm certain Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade 
under the authority of the Gas and Water Works Facilities Acts, 1870, 
relating to Bexhill Water and Gas, High Wycombe Gas, Portsea Gas, 
Slough Gas, and Woking District Gas 


Gas Orders Confirmation Bill [n.1.]. (No. 


sill to confirm 





certain Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the authority 


of the Gasand Water Works Facilities Acts, 1870, relating to Horsham 
Gas, Nuneaton Gas, Pinner Gas, and Swaffham Gas i as ae 


Water Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [me]. (No. 43).— 
A Bill to confirm certain Provisional Orders made by the Board of ‘Trade 
under the authority of the Gas and Water Works Facilities Act, 1870 
relating to Frimley and Farnborough Distriet Water, Henley-on-Thames 
Water, Hungerford Water, South Staffordshire Water, and Wokingham 
Water. 

Were presented by the Earl of Hardwicke (for the Earl of Dudley) ; 
read 1“; to be printed ; and referred tothe Examiners .. vs ‘* 


Paisley Gas Provisional Order Bill.--Read 2a (according to order), 
and committed to a Committee of the Whole House to-morrow 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—No, 2583. Austria-Hungary (Trieste) 
No. 2584. Turkey (Palestine) ; No. 2585, ‘sons (Trade for the year 
1900) 


PRISONS (INTERNATIONAL PENITENTIARY CONGRESSES AT PARIS AND BRUSSELS 
IN 1803 ) AND 1900).—Report to the Secretary of State tor the Home Depart- 
ment on the proceedings of the Fifth and Sixth International Peniten- 
tiary Congresses, by Mr. E. Ruggles-Brise, C.B., Chairman of the Prison 
Commission for England and Wales, and British Delegate 


Trish LAND CoMMISSION (PROCEEDINGS).—Return for the month of December, 
100 


AGRARIAN OvuTRAGES (IRELAND).—Return for the quarter euded 31st March, 
1901. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie upon the Table. 


SUPERANNUATION.—Treasury Minute, dated 20th April, 1901, declaring that 
Charles Elliott, labourer in the Royal Laboratory in the service of the 
War Office, was appointed without a Civil Service certificate through 
inadvertence on the part of the head of his department ; laid before the 
House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 
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Wipows AND ORPHANS OF SOLDIERS AND SAILORS.—A Message ordered to be 
sent to the House of Commons to propose that the Joint Committee do 
meet in Committee Room A on Thursday next at three of the clock - 5 
3 LONDON UNDERGROUND RaILways.—A Message ordered to be sent to the House 
of Commons to propose that the Joint Committee do meet in Committee 
Room B on Thursday next at two of the clock - és - ‘a 5 
3 
PETITION. 
TRAMWAYS (CONSENTS OF LOCAL AUTHORITIES).—Petition against the amend- 
a ment of Standing Order No. 22 of St. Pancras inp aauee ; read, and 
0 ordered to lie on the Table 3 - : 5 
Military Instruction (Schools and Cadets) Bill [1.L.]—[Seconp Reap- 
ING. |.—Order for the Day for Second Reading read. 
Viscount Frankfort de Montmorency 5 
0 Moved, That the Bill be now read 2“—(Lord Frankfort de Montmorency). 
The Under Secretary of State for War (Lord Raglan) 10 
Larl Spencer ? se - =~ a 13 
The Lord ¢ ‘hancellor (The I ark of Hals bury) a is 28 15 
3 The nage goed for Scotland (Lord ~— of Burleigh ne 15 
The Karl of Jersey os ; 15 
Viscount Cross 16 
Earl Carrington a zs ee 2 ei 3s 16 
The Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (The Marquess of Lans- 
downe) - a ee om fe - age ~<a 
On Question, agreed to; Bill read 2¢ accordingly, and committed to a 
Committee of the Whole House. 
4 THe New Epucation Cope :-— 
The Lord Bishop of Hereford .. te ee a ve ee 
4 The Lord Py resident of the Souneil (The Duke of Devonshire) oa 23 
Lord Reay . : su me Re $3 ae sa 25 
The Lord Bishop of Hereford 26 
Lord N or ton ‘o% A | 
House adjourned at a quarter past Six ofthe clock. 
4 
HOUSE OF COMMONS: MONDAY, 29TH APRIL, 1901. 
MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have agreed to Army (Annual) Bill, 
! without Amendment - i * = ; 28 
:, PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS 
Private Bitts [Lords] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
COMPLIED wITH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of 
4 the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That in the case of the follow- 
ing Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which 
are applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz. :—Aire and Calder 
Navigation Bill [Lords] ; Aspatria, Silloth, and District Water Bill [Lords] ; 
Bristol, Clifton, and West of England Zoological Society Bill [Lords] ; 
Sheftield District Railway Bill [Lords].--Ordered, That the Bills be read 
4 a second time - a ” Bi - wa ‘ << 28 
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PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO COMPLIED 
WITH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of the Exa- 
miners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following 
Bill, referred on the First Reading thereof, the Standing Orders which 
are applicable thereto have been complied with, viz. :—Local Govern- 
ment Provisional Orders (No. wi Bill—Ordered, That the Bill be read a 
second time to-morrow at $6 ai ‘i 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (NO STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE).— Mr. Speaker 
laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills, That, in the case of the following Bill, referred on the First 
Reading thereof, no Standing Orders are applicable, viz. :—Military Lands 
Provisional Orders Bill. Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time 
to-morrow 


Raitway Bits (Grove 4)—Ordered, That Captain Avvott do attend the 
Committee, on Group 4 of Railway and Canal Bills to-morrow, at Twelve 
of the clock 


Great Eastern Railway Bill.—kKead the third time and passed ... 


Henry Diaper and Company (Delivery Warrants) Bill {Lords].— 


Read the third time, and passed, without Amendment. . 


Gateshead and District ~mnye Bill. ino seni considered ; 
to be read the third time “ ; ' is es 


Horley District Gas Bill; Ilkeston and Heanor Water Board Bill.—As 


amended, considered ; to be read the third time 


Alexandra (Newport and South Wales) Docks and Railway Bill. 
—Order [25th February] referring the Alexandra (Newport and 
South Wales) Docks and Railway Bill to the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills read, and discharged: Bill withdrawn.—(Mr. Caldwell) 


Devonport Corporation Gas _ Bill.—Reported, with Amendments ; 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed : ee - 


Devonport Gas and Coke Bill. en [Parties do not proceed] ; 
Report to lie upon the Table an - - ais = " 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have passed a Bill, intituled, ‘ An 
Act to enable the Mayor, Aldermen, and Burgesses of the county borough 
of Bournemouth to construct tramways within and beyond the borough ; 
to make certain street widenings ; and for other purposes.”’ [Bourne- 
mouth Corporation Bill [Lords] , “ re : 


Bournemouth Corporation Bill [Lords].—Read the first time; and 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills . : 


Q00YAL ASSENT. 
Message to attend the Lords Commissioners. 
The House went; and, being returned, Mr. Speaker reported the Royal 
Assent to the Army (Annual) Act, 1901. 


PETITIONS. 
BoroucH Funps Act (1872) AMENDMENT (LONDON) BILL.—Petition from 
Westminster, in favour; to lie upon the Table ve 
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CoaL.—Petitions against proposed Customs Export Duty, from Glasshoughton 
and Burradon ; to lie upon the Table 

CoaL Mines (EMPLOYMENT) BILL.—Petitions in favour, from Liversedge : 
Scholes ; Radford ; Slapewath ; South Skelton ; Grinkle ; Grangetown ; 
Skelton ; and North Skelton ; to lie upon the Table 


EpvucaTion (YOUNG CHILDREN) (SCHOOL ATTENDANCE) (SCOTLAND) BILL.— 
Petition from Dundee, in favour ; to lie upon the Table - i 


ELEMENTARY EpucaTIoN (HIGHER GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUATION SCHOOLS). 
—Petitions for alteration of Law, from Farnworth and Clayton ; to lie 
upon the Table 

HovusinG OF THE WorRKING CLASSES (REPAYMENT OF LOANS) BILL.—Petition 
from Camberwell, in favour; to lie upon the Table 


INDUSTRIAL ScHooLts AcTs AMENDMENT BILL.—Petition from Bradford, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table 

LocaL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS SUPERANNUATION BrILL.—Petitions in favour, 
from Walthamstow and Gateshead ; to lie upon the Table 


Mrves (Eicgut Hours) Brtt.—Petitions in favour, from Scholes ; Wollaton and 
Radford ; Aberpergwm; Liversedge; Llanhilleth ; North Skelton ; 
Skelton; Grangetown; Grinkle; Slapewath; South Skelton; and 
Spa Wood ; to lie upon the Table 


POLICE SUPERANNUATION (SCOTLAND) BILL.—Petition from Johnstone, for 
alteration ; to lie upon the Table 

SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SUNDAY BILL.—Petitions in favour, from 
Salisbury ; Wolsingham: East Dulwich ; Hastings (two) ; High Felling ; 
Gateshead ; Halifax ; and Bridlington ; to lie upon the Table 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN BILL.—Petitions against, from 
Southsea ; Portsmouth ; Bristol ; and Spilsby ; to lie upon the Table. 
Petitions in favour, from Nelson ; Chester ; Farnworth ; Broughton ; 
Neweastle Emlyn ; Ilfracombe (two); and Dundee; to lie upon the 
Table 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL.—Petitions in 
favour, from Duns and Chirnside ; North Bute; Mearns; Barrhead ; 
Houston and Killellen ; Adersier ; and Gourock ; to lie upon the Table, 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
Companies (WinpiING Up) Act, 1890.—Account presented. showing Receipts 
and Expenditure on account of Proceedings during the year ended 31st 
March, 1901 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 141.] 


SUPERANNUATION AcT, 1884.—Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 
20th April, 1901, declaring that Charles Elliott, Labourer in the Royal 
Laboratory, in the service of the War Office, was appointed without a 
Civil Service Certificate, through inadvertence on the part of the Head 
of his Department [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


Prisons (INTERNATIONAL PENITENTIARY CONGRESSES AT PARIS AND BRUSSELS 
IN 1895 AND 1900).—Copy presented, of Report to the Right Honourable 
the Secretary of State for the Home Department on the Proceedings of 
the Fifth and Sixth International Penitentiary Congresses, by Mr. E. 
Ruggles-Brise, C.B., Chairman of the Prison Commission for England and 
Wales, and British Delegate [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 
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AGRARIAN OUTRAGES (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of Return for the quarter 
ended 31st March, 1901 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 

SouTH AFRICA (NAVAL BriGADE).—Return presented, relative thereto | Address 
15th March; Sir James Fergusson]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 142] 2 . es i ro 5 

TRADE Reports (ANNUAL Sertes).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports. Annual Series, Nos. 2583 to 2585 [by Command] ; to 
lie upon the Table .. ee = ee a = i ‘ bs 

Paper LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE Hovuse.—Inquiry into 
Charities (County of Montgomery).—Further Return relative thereto 
{ordered 14th February, 1900; Mr. Grant Lawson]; to be printed. 
[ No. 143. | oe i “a ve ae 52 

East INpIA (RAILWAYs AND IRRIGATION WorkKs).—Address for ‘‘ Return show- 
ing the estimated position, as regards capital expenditure, of the several 
Railways and Irrigation Works under construction in India on the 31st 
day of March, 1901, and the proposed expenditure thereon during 
1901-2." —(Mr. Price) 


East InpiA (INCOME AND EXPENDITURE).—Address for ‘ Return of the net 


Income and Expenditure of British India, under certain specified heads, 
for the eleven years from 1889-90 to 1899-1900." —(Sir Henry Fowler.) 

AFFIRMATION.—One other Member made and subscribed the Affirmation re- 
quired by Law 


QUESTIONS. 

Soutu ArricAN War—Lorp Roperts AND THE END OF THE WaAR.—(Question, 
Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8.) ; Answer, The First Lord of the Trea- 
sury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 

‘TUGELA— PosITION OF COLONEL LONG.— (Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, 
The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) 


PAARDEBERG DesPATCHES.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill; Answer, Mr. 
Brodrick be Le 


BoER PRISONERS—INTERNMENT IN INDIA—PROPOSED INTERNMENT IN IRELAND. 
—Questions, Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.), Mr. Haviland-Burke (King’s County, 
Tullamore) and Mr. Schwann (Manchester, N.) ; Answers, Mr. Brodrick 


Sir J. H. De VILLiers AND Sir ALFRED MILNER.—Question, Mr. Swift 
MacNeill; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. 
Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) , 


RETURN OF TROOPS—BucKS IMPERIAL YEOMANRY.—Question, Mr. Mans- 
field (Lincolnshire, Spalding) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


{3rD COMPANY IMPERIAL YEOMANRY.—Question, Mr. Price (Norfolk, E.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick a Ets = si 


NON-COMMISSIONED OFFICERS—SEPARATION ALLOWANCE REGULATIONS.— 
Question, Sir James Fergusson (Manchester, N.E.) ; Answer, The Finan- 
cial Secretaryto the War Office (Lord Stanley, Lancashire, Westhoughton) 

VOLUNTEERS AND YEOMEN AT THE FRoNtT.—Question, Mr. Claude Lowther 
(Cumberland, Eskdale); Answer, Lord Stanley 

IMPERIAL YEOMANRY—PROMOTIONS FROM THE RANKS—OUTFIT ALLOWANCES.— 


Question, Mr. Thomas Dewar (Tower Hamlets, St. George’s) ; Answer, 
Lord Stanlev 
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MILITIA AT THE Front.—Question, Colonel M‘Calmont (Antrim, E.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick ; " 

SratNes RIFLE RANGE.—Question, Captain Norton (Newington, W.) ; Answer, 
Lord Stanley 

Army Reserve—Question, Mr. Charles Hobhouse (Bristol, E.); Answer, 
Lord Stanley 

INCREASE OF THE ARMY.—Questions, Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, South Molton), 
and Sir John Colomb (Great Yarmouth) ar ar is a oe 

WATER-TUBE BoILers IN THE NAvy.—Questions, Mr. William Allan (Gates- 
head), and Sir Fortescue Flannery (Yorkshire, Shipley) ; Answers, The 
Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.) 


ADMINISTRATOR GENERAL OF BENGAL— INQUIRY INTO MANAGEMENT OF 
EsTATEs.—Question, Mr. Herbert Roberts (Denbighshire, W.) ; Answer, 
The Secretary of State for India (Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) 

ADULTERATED BUTTER—PROSECUTIONS AT MARYLEBONE.—Question, General 
Laurie (Pembroke and Haverfordwest) ; Answer, The President of the 
Board of Agriculture (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) 


CaTTLe DiskasE ReturNs.—Question, Mr. Lambert ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury 
GIBRALTAR Harbour Works—THE Recent [NQUIRY.—Question, Mr. M*Kenna 
(Monmouthshire, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster : 
West INDIAN COLONTES—IMPERIAL GRANTS.—Questions, Mr. Flower (Brad- 
ford, W.), and Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 


GILBERT ISLANDS— PROSECUTIONS OF ROMAN CATHOLICS.—-Question, Sir Thomas 
Esmonde (Wexford, N.) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 


COLONIAL LOANS ACT—ADVANCES TO JAMAICA FOR RAILWAY CONSTRUCTION.— 
(Juestion, Mr. Stuart Samuel (Tower Hamlets, Whitechapel) ; Answer, 
Mr. J. Chamberlain i. ~ 

ARABIA— REPORTED DISTURBED STATE OF THE HEDJEZ—Question, Mr. Steven- 
son (Suffolk, Eve) ; Answer, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs (Viscount Cranborne, Rochester) 

British MERCHANTS’ CLAIMS AGAINST ‘TURKEY.—QQuestion, Mr. Stevenson ; 
Answer, Viscount Cranborne 

LIGHTS IN THE RED SEA.—Question, Sir J. Fergusson ; Answer, Viscount 
Cranborne 

CHINA—YANG-TSZE — PROVINCES—ALLEGED = DISAFFECTION.—Question, Mr. 
Herbert Roberts ; Answer, Viscount Cranborne 

S.S. “ BoHEMIAN "—ALLEGED ILL-TREATMENT OF SAILORS.—Question, Mr. Keir 
Hardie (Merthyr Tydvil) ; Answer, The President of the Board of Trade 
(Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) 

TRANSIT OF LIVE STOCK IN GLAMORGANSHIRE.—Question, Mr. Keir Hardie ; 
Answer. Mr. Gerald Balfour ae 
GREAT WesTERN RatLway—Horse Transit Rates.—Question, Mr. Philipps 

(Pembrokeshire) ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour a a Py 

PRicE OF ExporTED CoaL.—Question, Mr. D. A. Thomas (Merthyr ‘Tydvil) ; 

Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour ii ; 
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DIMINUTION IN CoaL Exports.—Questions, Mr. D. A. Thomas ; Answer, Mr. 
' Gerald Balfour : = 


SoutH WALES COLLIERY SHARES.—Questions, Mr. D. A. Thomas, Mr. Cohen 
(Islington, E.), and Mr. Horner (Lambeth, N.) ; Answers, Mr. Gerald 
Balfour “ ne is a - os oe 3 


Coat Duty—Customs RULES as To Snips’ Coat.—Question, Mr. M‘Kenna ; 
Answer, The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W.) 


NEWPORT CHAMBER OF COMMERCE AND THE CoAL Duty.—Questions, Mr. Horner, 
and Mr. M‘Kenna ; Answers, Sir M. Hicks Beach 


Bunker CoAL.—Question, Mr. D. A. Thomas ; Answer, Sir M. Hicks Beach 


Income TAX—ABATEMENTS.—Questions, Mr. Bartley (Islington, N.), and Mr. 
John Morley (Montrose Burghs) ; Answer, Sir M. Hicks Beach 


ALLOTMENTS—STAMP DvutTy.—Question, Mr. Mansfield ; Answer, Sir M. Hicks 
Beach ee ° 


Sucar Duty—REBATE ON COLONIAL SUGARS.—Question, Mr. Flower ; Answer, 
Sir M. Hicks Beach 


Sucar Duty—DraAwpacks.— Question, Mr. Causton (Southwark, W.) ; Answer, 
Sir M. Hicks Beach 


Tue Spirit Duty.—Question, Mr. Samuel Young (Cavan, E.) ; Answer, Sir M. 
Hicks Beach 


LONDON AND NortH WeEsTERN RAILWAY CoMPANY—REHOUSING SCHEME.— 
Question, Mr. Graham (St. Pancras, W.) ; Answer, The Secretary of State 
for the Home Department (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) 


Customs OFFICERS’ GRIEVANCES.—Question, Mr. Keir Hardie ; Answer, The 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Worcester- 
shire, EF.) 


Customs EXAMINING OFFICERS—CASE OF JAMES ALLAN.—Question, Mr. Keir 
Hardie ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 5 


West InpIAN Matits.—Question, Mr. Brodie Hoare (Hampstead); Answer, 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


STAFFORD STATION Post OrFICE—WATER SUPPLY.—Question, Mr. Charles Shaw 
(Stafford) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


JOHN BRIGHT’s STATUE.—Question, Sir William Harcourt (Monmouthshire, 
W.); Answer, The First Commissioner of Works (Mr. Akers Douglas, 
Kent, St. Augustine’s) 


Day ScHooL ATTENDANCE REGULATIONS.—Question, Mr. Tomkinson (Cheshire, 
Crewe) ; Answer, The Vice-President of the Board of Education (Sir J. 
Gorst, Cambridge University) 


Lonpon ScHooL Boarp EventnG CLasses—REeEx vy. CockerTON.—Questions, 
Captain Norton, Dr. Macnamara (Camberwell. N.), and Mr. Lough ; 
Answers, Sir J. Gorst .. ; 


MunIcIPAL PuRCHASE OF WATER UNDERTAKINGS.—Question, Mr. Gilbert Parker 
(Gravesend) ; Answer, The President of the Local Government Board 
(Mr. Long, Bristol, 8.) 
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BoyLE TOWN COMMISSIONERS—SALE OF PIGS ON THE STREETS.—Question, Mr. 
Tully; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


LABOURERS’ CoTTaGes AT BLACKROCK.— Question, Mr. J. F. X. O'Brien (Cork) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham 








OUTRAGE AT PorTADOWN.—Question, Mr. John Campbell (Armagh, 8.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


IRisH LAND PURCHASE Question, Colonel Nolan; Answer, The Attorney 
General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) 


ROMAN CATHOLIC DeEPUTATION TO THE KING.—Questions. Mr. William John- 
ston (Belfast, 8.), Mr. O’Doherty (Donegal, N.), and Mr. Cullinan (Tip 
perary, S.); Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


Cork Post Orricke—INADEQUATE STAFF AND ACCOMMODATION.— Questions, 
Mr. J. F. X. O’Brien and Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.); Answer, Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain .. S fe és sg re es es - 


Irish Post Orrick Service—Irish LANGUAGE.—Questions, Mr. ‘Thomas 
O'Donnell and Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.); Answer, Mr. Austen Chamber 
lain 


GOVERNMENT EpucaTion BILL.—Questions, Mr. Channing (Northampton 
shire, FE.) and Dr. Maenamara; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


SCOTTISH SCHOOL Board ELECTORAL Recisters.— Question, Mr. Weir: Answer 
Mr. A. J. Balfour 


BusINEss OF THE Hovuse.—Questions, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling 
Burghs), Sir John Colomb, Mr. James Lowther (Kent, Thanet), and Dr. 
Farquharson (Aberdeenshire, W.) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


MESSAGES FROM THE LorDs.— Widows and Orphans of Soldiers and Sailors. 
That they do propose that the Joint Committee, appointed to consider the 
various charitable agencies now in operation, and the funds available for 
relieving Widows and Orphans of Soldiers and Sailors, with the view to 
ensuring that the funds supplied by local and private benevolence are 
applied to the best advantage in supplementing a scheme of Government 
pensions for Widows and Orphans of Soldiers and Sailors who have lost 
their lives in war, do meet in Committee Room A, on Thursday next, at 
Three of the clock. 

Lords’ Message considered. 

Ordered, That the Committee of this House do meet the Lords’ Committee 
as proposed by their Lordships. 

Message to the Lords to acquaint them therewith. 


London Underground Railways.— That they do propose that the Joint 
Committee appointed to consider and report—1. Whether the lines 
of route for underground railways in and near London, proposed by 
Bills which have been or may be introduced during the present 
session, are best calculated to afford facilities for present and probable 
future traffic ; and, if not, what modifications of those lines of route 
are desirable ; (2) What special provisions, if any, should be made for 
the protection of the owners, lessees, and occupiers of properties 
adjacent to underground railways from possible damage and annoy 
ance ; (3) What special terms and conditions, if any, as to construc 

tion and working should be imposed upon the promoters ; (4) Whether 
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any. and which, of the schemes proposed by the said Bills should nou 
he proceeded with during the present session-—-do meet in Committee 
toom B, on Thursday, at Two of the clock. 
Lords’ Message considered. 
Ordered, That the Committee of this House do meet the Lords’ Committee, 
as proposed by their Lordships. 
Message to the Lords to acquaint them therewith. 
WAYS AND MEANS.—Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee. ) 
[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith) in the chair. ] 
CONTINUANCE OF ADDITIONAL EXCISE DUTY ON SpIRITs. 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“That the additional Excise duty on spirits, imposed by Section 
seven of the Finance Act, 1900, shall continue to be charged until the 
first day of August, Nineteen hundred and two.”.—(Mr. Chancellor of 
the B echequer.) 
Discussion :— 
Mr. Nolan (Louth, S.) aH Ey ie, 81 
Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) : 86 
Mr. Samuel 3 oung (Caran, I.) ag 
Mr. William Johnston (Belfast. s.) YO 
Mr. Tully (Leitrim, S.) Me , ; x, ~ oh 4] 
The Chancellor of the Bachequer (Sir M. Hieks Beach. Bristol, W.) 0 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Aves, 342: Noes, 56. (Division List No. 157.) 
Resolution to be reported to-morrow, at Two of the clock ; Committee to 


sit again upon Wednesday. 


WAYS AND MEANS [197TH Aprit}| REPORT.--Order read for resuming 
Adjourned Debate on Question [22nd April], ~~ That this House doth 
agree with the Committee in the Resolution. 

LOAN. 

That, towards making good the supply granted to His Majesty for 
the service of the year ending on the thirty-first day of March, nineteen 
hundred and two, sums not exceeding sixty million pounds may be 
raised by all or any of the following methods : 

(a) by means of the creation of two and three-quarter per cent. Con- 
solidated Stock within the meaning of the National Debt Con- 
version Act, 1888 ; or 

(b) by means of the issue of further War Stock or War Bonds under 
the War Loan Act, 1900; or 

(c) by means of the issue of Treasury Bills ; or 

(d) by means of the issue of Exchequer Bonds ; 

|. and that the principal of, and interest on, any sum so raised be charged 
on the Consolidated Fund. 

That* all;expenses incurred in connection with raising the said sums, 

a7 es m es 


including any additional}remuneration to the Banks of England and 


lreland, be charged on the Consolidated Fund.” 


Question again proposed. 
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Debate resumed. 


Mr. O'Doherty (Donegal, N.) 
Mr. Flynn = Bs 

Mr. Lough (Islington, W .) 

Mr. Tully ' 

Mr. Sw ijt MacNeill (Donegal, 8. ) 

Mr. Edmund Robertson (Du ~— 

Mr. Butcher (York) 

Sir M. Hicks Beach 

Mr. Joyce (Limerick). 

Mr." Bous field (Hackney, N.) 

Colonel Nolan (Galway, N. ) . 

Mr. Haviland-Burke (King’s C ounty, Tullamore) 
Mr. John Wilson (Falkirk) .. - 
Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, BE.) 

Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Boroughs) .. = 
Mr. George Whiteley (Yorkshire, W.R., Pudsey) .. 
Mr. O'Mara (Kilkenny, 8.) Bia oe ay 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 215; Noes, 128. (Division List No. 158.) 
Bill ordered to be brought in by the Chairman of Ways and Means, Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, and Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 
Loan BIL. 


“To provide for raising money for the service of the year ending 
the thirty-first day of March, nineteen hundred and two,” presented 
accordingly, and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Thurs 
day, and to be printed. [Bill 151. 


WAYS AND MEANS [18TH Aprit] REPORT.—Resolutions reported. 
SuGaR.—CusToms. 


‘That there shall be charged on and after the nineteenth day of 
April, nineteen hundred and one, the following Customs import 


duties :— 
‘ @. 
the ewt. 
Sugar of a polarisation exceeding 98 degrees... ‘% .4& 2 
Sugar of a polarisation not exceeding 76 degrees .. 2 0 
and intermediate duties varying between 4s. 2d. and 2s. on 
sugar of a ern not exceeding 98 and exceeding 76 
degrees .. 
Molasses (including all sugar and extracts from sugar which 
cannot be tested by the polariscope) 2% 0 
Glucose i * = ack - vs i i aon © 
the oz. 
Saccharin (including substances of a like nature or use) .. 7 a 


“ And that duty shall be charged in accordance with the provisions of 
the schedule to the Customs Tariff Act, 1876, on goods containing, asa 
part or ingredient thereof, any article liable to any of the above duties. 


‘“* And that the exemption under the same schedule from the duty on 
plums preserved in sugar shall cease,” 
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COAL. 


‘That there shall be charged on and after the nineteenth day of 
April, nineteen hundred and one, the following Customs export duty 


on coal :— 
per ton. 
Ll s. d. 
Coal (including culm, coke, cinders, and manufactured fuel) .. 1 0” 


Resolutions read a second time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“That this House doth agree with the Committee in the First 
Resolution.” 
Discussion— 
Mr. Kearley (Devonport; ; 
Colonel Milward (Warw ickshire, Stratford-o on-. Avon) 
Mr. Lough 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) i 
Sir Mark Stewart (Kirke oe shire) 
Sir John Leng (Dundee) 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) .. 
Mr. Caine (Cornwall, ¢ ‘amborne) 


Sir M. Hicks Beach 
Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 251; Noes, 148. (Division List No. 159.) 


Further proceeding on Second Resolution deferred till to-morrow, at 
Two of the clock. 


WAYS AND MEANS [23rp ApriL].—Resolution reported. 
INCOME TAX. 
‘That Income Tax shall be charged for the vear beginning the sixth 


day of April, nineteen hundred and one. at the rate of one shilling and 
twopence. 4) 


Resolution read a second time. 


Motion made, and Question put— 
“That this House doth agree with the Committee in the said 
Resolution.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 276; Noes, 72. (Division List No. 160.) 


WAYS AND MEANS [25TH Aprit] REPORT.—Resolutions reported. 
TEA. 
‘That the Customs duty now charged on tea shall continue to be 
soul until the first day of August, nineteen hundred and two, that is 
to say, tea, the pound sixpence. 


CONTINUANCE OF ADDITIONAL DuTIES OF CUSTOMS. 

‘ That the additional duties of Customs on tobacco, beer, and spirits 
eli by sections two, three, four, and five of the Finance Act, 1900 
(including any increased duties imposed by section five of that Act), shall 
continue to be charged until the first day of August, nineteen hundred 
and two.” 
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CONTINUANCE OF ADDITIONAL Duty oF EXCISE ON BEER. 
3. ° That the additional duties of Excise on beer imposed by sectiou six 


of the Finance Act, 1900, shall continue to be charged until the first day of 
August. nineteen hundred and two. ” 


GLUCOSE AND SACCHARIN (EXCISE). 


4. * That there shall be charged on and after the first day of July, 
nineteen hundred and one, on glucose and saceharin (including substances 
of a like nature or use) Excise duties equivalent to the Customs duties 
charged on those articles. 

‘* And that there shall be charged on and after the same date, ona licence 
to be taken out annually by the manufacturer of glucose, invert sugar, or 
saccharin, an Excise duty of one pound.” 


AMENDMENT OF Law. 


). “ That it is expedient to prolong the term of certain annuities, and 
to amend the law relating to the National Debt, the Customs, and the 
Inland Revenue.” 


Resolutions read a second time. 
Motion made, and Question proposed 
“That this House doth agree with the Committee im the First 


Resolution.” 
Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint Boroughs) a 168 
Colonel Nolan .. : oe af eS ee a 168 
Sir M. IMicks Beach : ¥ Ee as x or : 168 
Mr. John Redmond sie 3 Rr am 5 ; 169 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 202 ; Noes, 89. (Division List No. 161.) 


Remaining resolutions agreed to. 


Bill ordered to be brought in by the Chairman of Ways and Means, Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, and Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 


Puplic ELEMENTARY ScuooLs WarNep.—Quarterly Returns ordered, “ by 
counties, of the Publie Elementary Schools (1) which have been warned 
by the Board of Education under Article 86 of the Code, including Schools 
from which the grant has been withheld under that article ; (2) which 
have been warned by the Board of Education that the annual grant will, 
in future, be withheld unless defects in the school premises are remedied ; 
(3) the annual grants to which have been suspended for three months or 
more from the date of the receipt by the Board of Education of the in- 
spector’s report on account of defects in school premises (in continuation 
of Parliamentary Paper No. 217, of Session 1900). —(Sir Francis Powell.) 171 


Adjourned at twenty-five minutes before One of the clock. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: TUESDAY, 30TH APRIL, 1901. 


Lorp Farnuam.—Petition of Arthur Kenlis, Baron Farnham of Farnham, in 
the County of Cavan, inthe Peerage of Lreland, claiming aright to vote at 
the elections of Representative Peers for Treland ; read. and referred to 
the Lord Chancellor to consider and ve port thereupon to the Tous 
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KARL OF DonovGuMore.—Petition of Richard Walter John, Earl of Donough 
more, in the Peerage of Ireland, claiming a right to vote at the elections 
of Representative Peers for Ireland ; read, and referred to the Lord Chan- 
cellor to consider and report thereupon to the House 


TooK THE OAaTH.—Several Lords took the Oath. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lord Chancellor acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that the 
further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been com- 
plied with :—Petersfield and Selsey Gas; Leatherhead Gas; Midland 
Railway ; Tatf Vale Railway. The same were ordered to lie on the Table 


Elland Gas Bill.—Examiner’s certificate of non-compliance with the 
Standing Orders referred to the Standing Orders Committee on Monday 
next 


Mersey Docks and Harbour Board (Canada Dock Works, etc.) Bill 


[H.L.]—King’s consent signified ; and Bill reported with Amendments 


City and South London Railway Bill [H.1.|; South Eastern and 
London, Chatham, and Dover Railway Bill [#.1.|. Reported with Amend- 
ments os is + as 


West and South London Junction Railway Bill [1.1.|; City 
and North-East Suburban: Electric Railway Bill [H.u.]. Committed : 
The Committees to be proposed by the Committee of Selection 


Neath Harbour Bill.— Read 20, and committed 


Wolverhampton and Cannock Chase Railway Bill.—Read 2v, and 


committed :—The Committee to be proposed by the Committee of Selec- 
tion 
Central London Railway (No. 2) Bill {u.t.|. — Moved that Stand- 


ing Order No. 92 be dispensed with, and that the time for depositing 
petitions praying to be heard against the Bill be extended to Tuesday 
next (he Chairman of Committees) ; agreed to 


St. Bartholomew’s Hospital Bill [1.1.] ; Southport Water (Transfer) 
Bill [H.L.]; | Barrow-in-Furness Corporation Bill [H.L.] ; Bolton Corpora- 
tion Bill [H.L.]; Broadstairs and St. Peter’s Water and Improvement Bill 
[11.L.]; Chesterfield Improvement Bill [H.L.]; Dover Harbour Bill [H.1.] ; 
Bristol Corporation Cemetery Bill [1.L.|; Bristol Corporation (Docks and 
Railways, Ete.) Bill—-Report from the Committee of Selection, That the 
following Lords be proposed to the House to form the Select Committee 
for the consideration of the said Bills; (viz.):—E. Jersey (chairman, 
KE. Lathom, V. Halifax, L. Aberdare, L. Farrer ; agreed to ; and the said 
Lords appointed accordingly : The Committee to meet on Monday next, 
at ‘T'welve o'clock ; and all petitions referred to the Committee, with leave 
to the petitioners praying to be heard by counsel against the Bills to be 
heard as desired, as also counsel for the Bills 


Great Eastern Railway Bill. —Brought from the Commons: read Ia; 
and referred to the Examiners is e a se a a 
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Henry Diaper and Company (Delivery Warrants) Bill [1.L.]; 


Returned trom the Commons agreed to .. 


Paisley Gas Provisional Order Bill. House in Committee (according to 
order): Bill reported without amendment : Standing Committee nega 
tived ; and Bill to be read 3a on Thursday next 


Lonpon Unpercrounp Raitways.—Message from the Commons that they 
have ordered that the Committee appointed by them to join with the 
Committee of this House to consider the subject of the London Under- 
ground Railways do meet the Lords’ Committee in Committee Room 
B on Thursday next at Two o'clock, as proposed by their Lordships. 


Wipows AND ORPHANS OF SOLDIERS AND SAILORS.—Message from the Com- 
mons that they have ordered that the Committee appointed by them to join 
with the Committee of this House to consider the various charitable 
agencies now in operation, and the funds available for relieving widows 
and orphans of soldiers and sailors, with a view to insuring that the funds 


subscribed by local and private benevolence are applied to the best advantage 


in supplementing a scheme of Government Pensions for widows and 
orphans of soldiers and sailors who have lost their lives in war, do meet 
the Lords’ Committee in Committee Room A on Thursday next, at 
Three o'clock, as proposed by their Lordships 


PRESENCE OF THE SOVEREIGN IN PARLIAMENT. ~A message ordered to be sent 
to the House of Commons to propose that the Joint Committee do meet 
in Committee Room A on Friday next, at Three o'clock 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


GoLD Coast.—Laws and Regulations affecting lands and mines and the 
labour of Natives, 1901 


COLONIES : ANNUAL.—No. 319. Christmas Island : Report for 1901 ; No. 320, 
British Solomon Islands: Report for 1899-1900 


Boarpd oF AGRICULTURE—Agricultural returns for Great Britain, showing 
the acreage and produce of crops, prices of corn, and number of live 
stock, with agricultural statistics for the United Kingdom, British 
Possessions, and Foreign Countries for 1900 ; presented (by command), 
and ordered to lie upon the Table 


METROPOLITAN Potice (AccOoUNtTS).—Accounts showing the sums received 


and expended for the purposes of the Metropolitan Police, and Police 


Pension Funds, during the year ended 31st March, 1901 


PENAL SERVITUDE ACTs, 1853 to 1891 (CONDITIONAL LICENCE).—Licence granted 
by His Majesty to Lucy Jane Simons, a convict under detention in Ayles- 
bury Prison, permitting the said Lucy Jane Simons to be at large on 
condition that she enter the St. John the Baptist’s Home, London 


GOVERNMENT INSURANCES AND ANNUITIES.—Account of all moneys received 
on account of contracts for the grant of deferred lite annuities, and for 
payments on death, under the provisions of the Acts 27th and 28th 
Victoria, chap. 43, 45th and 46th Victoria, chap. 51, and 50th and 51st 
Victoria, chap. 40. and of the disposal thereof, and of the contracts made, 
for the vear ended Sist December. 1900: laid before the House (pur 
suant to Act). and ordered to die upon the Table 7 
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PETITIONS. 


TRAMWAYS (CONSENT OF LocAL AUTHORITIES).—Petition against the Amend- 


ment of Standing Order No. 22; of the Corporations of Hammersmith 
and Holborn ; read, and ordered to lie upon the Table 


LICENSING Sessions BILL [H.L.]—Petition in favour of, of British Temper- 
ance League ; read, and ordered to lie upon the Table zs 


HapiruaAL Drunkarps BILL [H.L.]—Petition in favour of, of British Tem- 
perance League ; read, and ordered to lie upon the Table 


Public Libraries Bill [1.L.]—Reported from the Standing Committee 
with further Amendments. The Report of the Amendments made in 
Committee of the Whole House and by the Standing Committee to be 
received on Monday next, and Bill to be printed as amended. (No. 45.) 


Polling Arrangements (Parliamentary Boroughs) Bill [1.1]; 
Polling Districts (County Councils) Bill [H.L.]|— Reported from the Stand- 
ing Committee without amendment, and to be read 3% on Thursday 
next 

Solicitors Bill [u.v.]—{Seconp Reapine]|.—Order of the Day for the 
Second Reading read. 


Lord Alverstune 
Moved, “ Vhat the Bill be now read 20° —(Lord Alverstone.) 
On Question, agreed to; Bill read 24 accordingly, and committed to a 


Committee of the Whole House on Tuesday next. 


House adjourned at twenty-five minutes before Five of the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: ‘TUESDAY, APRIL 5orn, 1901 


The House met at Two of the clock. 


TooK THE OATH.—One other Member took and subseribed the Oath 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Private Bitis [Lorps] (STaNDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
CompLieD Witn).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which 
are applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz.:—Omagh Gas Bill 
[Lords|; Shields Bridge Bill me Ordered, That the Bills be read 


a second time 


Cardiff Corporation Bill; Thames Deep Water Dock Bill.—As amended, 


considered ; to be read the third time 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill; Military 


Lands Provisional Orders Bill.—Read a second time, and committed 
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PIER AND Harbour ProvistonaL Orpers (No. 1.).--Bill to confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the General Pier 
and Harbour Act, L861, relating to Cellardvke, Helmsdale, Leitir Mhor, 
Macduff, and Porthgain, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Gerald Balfour 
and Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill.—‘“ To confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the General Pier 
und Harbour Act, 1861, relating to Cellardyke, Helmsdale, Leitir Mhor, 
Macduff, and Porthgain ~ ; presented accordingly, and read the first time ; 
to be reterred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. and to be 
printed | Bill 153. | 


STANDING Orbers.— Resolutions reported from the Committee :-— 

1. * That, in the case of the London United Tramways, Petition tor 
Bill. the Standing Orders ought to be dispensed with :—That the parties 
be permitted to proceed with their Bill, provided that the powers to con- 
struct Tramways Nos. 2, 2A, 3, 3A, 4, 44, 5, 5A, 6, GA, 7, TA, TB. 8, 16, 
17, 18, and 18a be struck out of the Bill:—That the Committee on the 
Bill do report how far such Order has been complied with.” 

2. “That. in the case of the Rodgers’ Patent Bill | Lords], the Standing 
Orders ought to be dispensed with : —That the parties be permitted to pro 
ceed with their Bill.” 

3. ° That. in the case of the London County Council (General Powers) 
Bill, Petition for additional Provision, the Standing Orders ought to be 
dispensed with :—-That the parties be permitted to introduce their addi 
tional Provision, if the Committee on the Bill think fit.” 

* That. in the ease of the Dorking Gas Bill, Petition for additional 
Provision, the Standing Orders ought to be dispensed with :--That the 
parties be permitted to introduce their additional Provision, if the Com 
mittee on the Bill think fit.” 

9 That. in the case of the Stalybridge. Hyde, Mossley, and Dukin 
field Tramways and Electricity Board Bill, Petition for dispensing with 
Standing Order 129 in the case of the * Oldham, Ashton, and Hyde Elec 
tric Tramway Company © against the Bill, the said Standing Order ought 
not to be dispensed with.” 


lirst four Resolutions agreed to. 


Report to lie upon the Table 


City of London (Spitalfields Market) Bill—Reported [Preamble not 
proved]; Report to lie upon the Table a wi 


Kettering Urban District Water Bill.—Reported, with megane 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed 


Private BILts (Groupe L).—Ordered, That Sidney Barwise, M.D., do attend 
the Committee on Group L of Private Bills to-morrow, at half-past Eleven 
of the clock 


CLYDE NAVIGATION Drarr Provisional Orper, 1901 (62 and 63 Vie. ©. 47). 
—Ordered, That the Proceedings of the Committee of this House on the 
3ill for the Renfrew Burgh and Harbour Extension Act, 1899, be referred 
to the Commissioners appointed under the Private Legislation Procedurs 
(Scotland) Aet, 1899, to inquire into the Clyde Navigation Draft Provi 
sional Order, 190. (The Lord Advocate.) 
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London and North Western Railway Bill. (by Orber.)—[{Seconp 
READING. | —~Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“That the Bill be now read a second time.” 


Mr. Hay (Shoreditch, Hoxton) - a of 
Mr. Courtenay Warner (Staffordshire, Lich field) 


Amendment proposed— 
‘To leave out the word * now,’ and at the end of the Question to 
add the words ‘ upon this day six months. “—(Mr. Hay.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word ‘ now’ stand part of the Question.” 


Discussion :— 

The Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) 

Mr. Sydney Buxton (Tower Hamlets, Poplar) - = 

Mr. Macartney (Antrim, E.) 

Captain Norton (Veiwington, W.) 

Mr. Flower (Bradford, W.) 

Mr. Ritchie 

Mr. Macartney 

Mr. Corrte Grant (Warwick shire, Rughy).. ‘ ; 

The Chairman of Committees (Mr. J. W. Lowther, Cumberland, 
Penrith) % - Y : 

Mr. John Burns (Battersea) : 

Mr. Maconochie (Aberdeenshire. 2.) 

Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) 

Mr. Bryn Roberts (Carnarvonshire, Lifton) 

Colonel Lockwood (Essex. Lipping) et 

Dr. Macnamara (Camberwell, N.) 

Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 202; Noes, 210. Words added. (Division 
List No. 162.) 


Main Question, as amended, put, and agreed to; Second Reading put 
off for six months. 


Mr. Swift) MacNeill (Donegal, 
Mr. Bryn Roberts 


Motion made, and Question digtiss ~ 
“ That the Vote of the Right Honourable William Ellison Macartney 
be disallowed.’"—(Mr. Swift) MacNeill.) 


Mr. Macartney 
The right hon. Gentleman then withdrew. 


Lhe First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) . 
Mr. Bartley (Islington, N.) .. i 3 

Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) e 

Mr. aye Md (Hackney, N.) 

Mr. J. Balfour 

Mr. oat lard (Lpswich) 

Mr. Ellis Griffith (Angle sey) 
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Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr Tydril) 219 
Mr. Samuel Evans (Glamorganshire, Mid) 221 
Sir Joseph Pease (Durham, Barnard Castle) 221 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) 222 
Mr. Field - e 223 
Question put 
The House divided :—Ayes, 205 ; Noes, 268. (Division List No. 163.) 
Mr. Swift MacNeill 227 
Mr. Bryn Roberts 229 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 
* That the Vote of Colonel Lockwood be disallowed.” —(Mr. Swift 
MacNeill.) 
Colonel Lockwood i = $4 _ es i - a» 200 
The hon. Member then withdrew. 
Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Boroughs) 231 Cos 
Sir Samuel Hoare (Noravich) £ = = B aS 4 Be 
Mr. Harwood (Bolton) 3 = ~ - ~ <2 208 ELE 
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Juestion put. FR: 
The House divided :—Ayes, 202: Noes, 287. (Division List No. 164.) 
Mr. Swift MacNeill .. - e : es is “239 Ho 


Motion made, and Question proposed 
“That the Vote of Sir William Houldsworth be disallowed. — L0¢ 
(Mr. Swift MacNeill.) 


Question put. Lot 


The House divided :—Ayes, 195: Noes. 289. (Division List No. 165.) 


, : Ma 
PETITIONS. 
AGRICULTURAL Rates Act, 1896.—Petition from Bury, in favour of re-enact- 
ment ; to lie upon the Table - " ‘ Na * is .. 28 Mr 
Beer BiLt.—Petition from Bury, in favour ; to lie upon the Table ‘ .. 245 
CHARITY COMMISSION SCHEMES.— Petition of Thomas Allen, for power of Appeal 
against Dismissal for Head and Assistant Teachers ; to lie upon the Table 245 Pal 
CHEAP TRAINS BILL.—Petition from Battersea, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 245 
Sal 


CoaL.—Petitions against proposed Customs Export Duty ; from Orgreave ; 
Elseear ; Soothill Wood ; North Gawber ; Haigh Moor ; East Gawber ; 
Allerton Main ; Robin Hood Colliery ; Shireoaks and Steetley ; Wharn- 
cliffe Silkstone ; Bowers (No. 1); Wyke; Manvers Main ; Altofts Col- 
lieries ; Altofts (No. 1); Swinton; Wakefield; Barrow Hematite ; 
Hartshead and Clifton Scholes; Clayton West ; Stanhope Silkstone ; SAI 
Methley ; Tankersley ; Morley Main ; Peckfield ; Manvers Main ; Ackton 
Hall; Cadeby Main; Lofthouse Colliery ; Crigglestone ; Newmarket 
Silkstone ; East Ardsley ; Brunteliffe; Grange; Batley (No. 1) ; Nun- 
nery (No. 1) Collieries ; Roundwood ; Pontefract ; South Kirby ; Allerton 
Silkstone; Treeton; Rockingham ; Smithy Wood and Drift ; Corton- 
wood Mirfield; Haigh ; Mirfield and Ravensthorpe ; Middleton ; Tong ; 
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Jordon ; Old Thornceliffe ; West Ardsley ; Barnsley Main ; Ossett Round- 
wood ; Wombwell Main ; Low Laithes; Darfield Main; Strafford Main ; 
Woolley ; Rothwell; Ryhill; Skelmanthorpe ; Rotherham Main (No. 
2); Halton ; Low Stubbin (No. 2); Houghton Main ; Wakefield Main ; 
Netherton ; Bowling; Sharlston; Featherstone ; Woothorpe Carlton 
Main ; Heckmondwike Coal Company ; Waverley ; Wheldale ; Waterloo 
Main ; Leeds Central; Hickleton Main; Thornhill; Dewsbury; Ald- 
warke (No. 2); North Staveley ; Garforth ; Mitchell Main ; Primrose 
Main ; Monk Bretton ; Grimethorpe ; Millbridge ; Fryston ; Silkstone 
(two); Car House; Denaby Main; Wharncliffe ; Gawthorpe ; Glass- 
houghton ; Hemsworth ; Birley (No. 2); Hightown ; Aldwarke Main ; 
Greasbro’ ; Good Hope Branch ; Denby Grange ; Wortley and Farnley ; 
Nunnery; Methley; Monckton Main; Sneydale; Bowers; Lepton ; 
Kippax ; Low Stubbin ; Rockingham ; Birley (No. 1) ; Foxholes ; Whit- 
wood Mere ; Wharncliffe Woodmore ; Snydale (No. 2); Tinsley Park ; 
Scholes ; Church Lane ; Fence ; Thrybergh Hall ; St. John’s, Newland ; 
Wath Main ; and Chiekenley Heath ; to lie upon the Table 


CoaL Mines (EMPLOYMENT) BILL.—Petitions, in favour, from Woodthorpe ; 
and Aspatria Collieries ; to lie upon the Table ee 23 Ss 
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ELEMENTARY EpvcaTION (HIGHER GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUATION SCHOOLS). 


—Petition from Manehester, for alteration of law ; to lie upon the Table 


FRANCHISE AND REMOVAL OF WoMeEN’s DISABILITIES BILL.—Petition from 
Battersea, in favour; to lie upon the Table 


HovsING OF THE WORKING CLASSES (REPAYMENT OF LOANS) BILL.—Petition 
from Norwich, in favour; to lie upon the Table 


LocaL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUATION BILL.— Petition from Cardiff, 
in favour; to lie upon the Table 


LocaL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) AcT (1894) AMENDMENT BILL.—Petition of 
Scottish Poor Law Medical Officers’ Association, in favour ; to lie upon 
the Table 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE'S SISTER BILL.—Petitions against, from 
West Kensington ; Liverpool (two); Ampthill ; and Bolton; to lie upon 
the Table ‘ - is A , 5 os é 


Mine (Eicut Hours) BILL.—Petitions, in favour, from Glynea ; Aspatria ; 
Crynant ; Merthyr; Lantwit ; Woodthorpe ; and Cardiff ; to lie upon 
the Table = 4 , far , 


PARLIAMENTARY FRANCHISE.—Petition from Birkenhead, for extension to 
women; to lie upon the Table 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SuNDAY BILL.—Petitions, in favour, from 
Carlisle ; Small Heath ; West Kirby (two) ; Hitchin ; Sheffield ; Uplow- 
man ; Chatham ; Whaddon ; Porton ; Salisbury ; Tormorden ; Chapel- 
town: Newbury; Handsworth ; Plaistow Green ; Cheltenham ; Pen- 
rith ; Henshaw ; and Little Hungerford ; to lie upon the Table 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN BILL.—Petitions against, from 
Kidderminster ; and Loughborough ; to lie upon the Table. 

Petitions, in favour, from Seacombe (two) ; Wirral ; Garston; Birken- 
head (six); Garstang; Dunfermline; Dartmouth (two); Reading ; 
Sheffield (three) ; Westminster; Burnham ; Aberporth (two) ; Mount- 
sorrel ; Brixham ; Rock Ferry ; Leeds ; and Falmouth ; to lie upon the 
Table 
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Site Vatves (Lonpon) Rating Brit.—Petition from Tynemouth, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table 


WoRKMEN'S COMPENSATION AcT (1897) AMENDMENT BiLL.—Petition trom 
Battersea, in favour; to lie upon the Table 


Civit List.—Committee to consider of the Acts relating to the Civil List— 

That so much of His Majesty's Most Gracious Speech to both Houses of 
Parliament, at the opening of the Session, as relates to the Civil List. 
and His Majesty's Most Gracious Message of the 5th day of March, 
relating to Grants to Her Majesty the Queen and Members of His 
Majesty's Family, be referred to the said Committee. 

That the Report which, upon the 28th day of March, was made from the 
Select Committee, to which several Papers relative to the Expenditure 
of the Civil List were reterred, be referred to the Committee. upon 
Thursday. (Sir William Walrond.) 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC, 


20,RD OF AGRICULTURE (AGRICULTURAL tETURNS).—Copy presented, of Agri- 
cultural Returns for Great Britain, with Statistics for the United King 
dom. British Possessions. and Foreign Countries for 1900 | by Command | . 
to lie upon the Table = 2 Ks o 


, 


SAL SeRvVITUDE ACTS (CONDITIONAL LICENCE).-~Copy presented of Licence 
granted Lucy Jane Symons, a convict under detention in’ Aylesbury 
Prison, permitting her to be at large on condition that she enter the St. 
John the Baptist’s Home, S.W. [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


» 
Pt 


Metropotttan PoLicr.— Accounts presented, of the Metropolitan Police, and 
the Police Pension Funds for the vear ended 3ist Mareh, 1901 [hy Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table. and to be printed. [No. 144] a ; 


(OVERNMENT INSURANCES AND ANNUITIES.— Account presented, of all moneys 
received and of the disposal thereof, and of all contracts for the grant ‘of 
Deferred Life Annuities and for Payments on Death made during the 
vear 1900 [by Act |; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 145] 


COLONIAL Reports (ANNUAL).— 
Copy presented, of Report No. 319 (Christmas Island, teport for 1900) 
[by Command]: to lie upon the Table. 
Copy presented, of Report No. 320 (British Solomon Islands, teport for 
1899-1900) [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


Gotp Coast.—Copy presented, of Laws and Regulations affecting Lands and 
Mines and the Labour of Natives, 1901 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table 


East INpIA (INCOME AND EXPENDITURE).—Return presented, relative thereto 
{Address 29th April; Sir Henry Fowler]; to lie upon the Table, and to 
lh» printed. [No. 146] ne i - Pe 

East Inpia (RAILWAYS AND IRRIGATION Works).—Return presented, relative 
thereto [Address 29th April; Mr. Price]; to lie upon the Table, and to 
ho printed [ No. 147]. 5 : +; a ~ os : 

Papers Laip Upon THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE Housr :— 

1. Publie Records (Admiralty).—Copy of Seventh Schedule containing 
a List and Particulars of Classes of Documents which have been 
removed from the Office of the Commissioners for executing the 
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ottice of Lord High Admiral of the United Kingdom of Great Britain 
and Treland, and deposited in the}Publie Record Office, but are not 
considered of sufficient public value to justify their preservation 
248 therein [by Act |. 

2. Public Records (Supreme Court of Judieature)—Copy of Schedule 
containing a List and Particulars of Classes of Documents existing 
or accruing in the Central Office and in the District Registries, 
which are not considered of sufficient public value to justify their 
preservation in the public Record Office [by Act]. _ . ; 250 


Wars IN SouTH AFRICA AND CHINA (CosT AND EXPENDITURE).— Return ordered, 
of estimated cost of wars in South Africa and China, showing how 
the expenditure is to be met.” (Wr. Sydney Burton.) .. i e « “250 


MessAGE FROM THE LORDS--PRESENCE OF THE SOVEREIGN IN PARLIAMENT.— 
That they propose that the Joint Committee appointed to consider the 
accommodation available in the House of Lords when the Sovereign 
is personally present in Parliament, and the advisability of substituting 
Westminster Hall on such an oeeasion for the House of Lords, do meet 
in Committee Room A on Friday, at three o'clock 


to 


50 


ISOLATION Hospitats Bit —Reported, with Amendments from the Stand 
ing Committee on Law, ete. Report to lie upon the Table. and to be 
printed. [No. 148.|)) Minutes of Proceedings of the Standing Com 
mittee to be printed. [No. 148.] Bill, as amended (in the Standing 
Committee), to be taken inte consideration upon Thursday, and to be 

I44 printed. | Bill 152} Lie on Pe ae : i : ~o) “Foe 


244 


QUESTIONS. 

249 SouTH AFRICA—ADMINISTRATION OF ANNEXED ‘TERRITORIES.— Questions, 

Mr. Black (Banffshire), and Mr. John Dewar (Inverness) ; Answer, The 
Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham. W.) 251 


PLAGUE IN SouTH AFRICA.—Question, Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, Ilkeston): 
249 Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain — .. ne = ae i J -» 252 


30ER PRISONERS —INTERNMENT IN INDIA—Question, Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for India (Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex, 
Kaling) 

249 PEACE NEGOTIATIONS WITH GENERAL Botua.—Question, Mr. Black ; Answer, 

The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Guildford) .. Ss .. 253 


RECENT DESPATCHES.—Question, Mr. Black ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick — .. 2x. 258 


») , mh ’ y . . re . 

249 NUMBER OF TROOPS ENGAGED IN THE War.—Question, Mr. Fuller (Wiltshire, 
Westbury) ; Answer, The Financial Secretary to the War Oftiee (Lord 
Stanley, Lancashire, Westhoughton) — .. ee ~ ae es .. 254 


M5 ‘ ; . . “ 
~90 MILitia EQuipMENT.— Question, Mr. Charles Hobhonse (Bristol, E.) ; Answer, 


Lord Stanley 254 


- AMMUNITION FOR VOLUNTEERS.—Qnuestion, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; 
290 Answer, Lord Stanley ee ch 


CANADIAN TROOPERS—ARREARS OF Pay.—Question, Mr. Ormsby-Gore 
(Lincolnshire, Gainsborough) ; Answer, Lord Stanley Ee a i che 

MILitia RIPLES.- Question, Mr. Courtenay Warner (Staffordshire. Lichfield) : 
Answer, Lord Stanley. ; 255 
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British Coat Exports To INDIA.—Question, Mr. D. A. Thomas ; Answer, 


Mr. Gerald Balfour 26 | 
American TONNAGE DvuEs.—Question, Sir Christopher Furness (Hartlepool) ; 
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Mr. Taylor (Lancashire, Radcliffe) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for 
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and Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean); Answers, Mr. 

Ritchie an i + 264 
CENTRAL TELEGRAPH OFFICE—MEAL RELIEFS.—Question, Mr. Cremer, Shore- 
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CustoMS WATERGUARD OFFICERS.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell, Answer, 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain Pe 535 ch oe 
LocH Duco Ferry, INVERNESS-SHIRE—Question, Mr. John Dewar ; Answer, 
The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) 
INVERNESS-SHIRE MAILS—GLENELG PleR.—Question, Mr. John Dewar ; Answer, 
Mr. A. Graham Murray 
ILLEGAL TRAWLING IN Moray FirtH.—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, Mr. A. 
Graham Murray . 
Avocu Harpovr, Ross-SHirRE.—(Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, Mr. A. Graham 
Murray 
DeaTH CERTIFICATES IN SCOTLAND.—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, Mr. A. Gra- 
ham Murray es ; ; ey 
CATTLE TRANSIT ON IRISH RAILWAYS.—Question, Mr. Field (Dublin, St. 
Patrick) ; Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, 
Dover) iS o ae 
OciLBy Estate, co. TYRONE—Questions, Mr. Murnaghan (Tyrone, Mid.), 
and Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 8.) ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham .. 
DISTURBANCES AT LETTERKENNY.—(Questions, The Marquess of Hamilton 
(Londonderry), and Mr. M’Fadden (Donegal, E.) ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham 
BeLtrast VALtUation.—Question, Mr. Field ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham .. 
OUT-RELIEF IN ListowEL UNION.—Questions, Mr. Archdale (Fermanagh, N.), 
and Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.)|; Answers, Mr. Wyndham 
ArpDAGH BurIAL GROUND.— Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 
LAND PURCHASE IN QUEEN’S CounTY.—Question, Mr. Delany (Queen’s County, 
Ossory) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham .. - - 
Fermoy Post OrricE—MeEpicaAL OFFICERSHIP.—Question, Mr. William 
Abraham (Cork County, N.E.) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 
FIsHGUARD AND RosscLaARE RAILWAY.—Question, Mr. William Abraham ; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain. . ; as 
Irish PostaL STAFFS— RELIGIOUS BELIEFS.—Question, Mr. Crean (Cork, S.E.); 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain oe ee 


IrtsH Loan Funpd Boarb.—Questions, Mr. James O'Connor (Wicklow, W.), 
and Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) ; Answers, The Attorney General for Ireland 
(Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) 

It being Seven of the clock, the questions remaining unanswered stood 
over till Thursday next. 


EVENING SITTING. 
IRISH RaiLwAay RATES AND CHARGES :— 
Mr. Hayden (Roscommon, 8.) Mi ee ee ar an 
Mr. Murphy (Kerry, E.)  .. és oe oe ee oe 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 

‘“ That the present Railway Rates and Charges in Ireland constitute 
an intolerable grievance to the Irish people, and that measures should 
be adopted this session for the remedy thereof, either by amalgamation 
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of the management under State control, or by State purchase of Irish 
Railways, so as to reduce the tariffs, and further to increase facility of 
transit by utilising and developing the waterways. and canalising certain 
rivers in Ireland.’ —(Mr. Hayden.) 

Mr. Banbury (Camberwell, Peckham) 

Mr. Malcolm (Suffolk, Stowmarket) 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out from the word ‘ That’ to the end of the Question, 
in order to add the words, ‘ whilst admitting the importance of develop- 
ing the facilities of transit in Ireland, the time is not opportune for taking 
any steps which might act as a check to private enterprise, and place 
a burden upon public funds.’ °“—(.Mr. Banbury.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words proposed to be left out stand part ot 
the Question.” 
Mr. McCann (Dublin, St. Stephen’s Green) " - 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) 
Mr. Mooney (Dublin County, 8S.) 
Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, S.) 
Mr. Lough Uslington, W.) 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 90; Noes, 152. (Division List No. 166.) 


Question proposed, ** That those words be there added : °— Debate arising. 
Objection being taken to further Proceeding, the debate stood ad- 
journed. 


Bankruptcy (IRELAND).—Return ordered, ‘ of Bankruptey Cases closed by 
each of the Official Assignees in Ireland for the year ended the 31st day 
of December, 1900, showing (1) number of cases ; (2) class, gross assets ; 
(3) gross receipts ; (4) payments to secured creditors ; (5) preferential 
payments for rent, taxes, salaries, and allowance to Bankrupt ; (6) legal 
and other charges ; (7) remuneration to Official Assignee ; (&) dividends ; 
(9) balance: Bankrupt’s statement ; (10) gross assets ; (11) liabilities ; 
(12) amount of proofs admitted.”—(Vr. Field) 


NEW BILLY. 


Utster Custom (No. 2).—Bill for the better enforcement of the Ulster Custom, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. T. W. Russell, Mr. Hemphill, Mr. 'T. L. 
Corbett, and Dr. Thompson. 


Ulster Custom (No. 2) Bill.—‘‘For the better enforcement of the 
Ulster Custom.” presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second 
time upon Thursday, 9th May, and to be printed. [Bill 154. | 


Lanp Ratine (ENGLAND AND WALEs).—Bill to provide for the separate assess- 
ment of Land and the rating for local purposes of Land Values in boroughs 
and urban districts in England and Wales, ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. John Burns, Mr. Lloyd George, Mr. Fletcher Moulton, Mr. Taylor, 
and Mr. William Jones. 


Land Rating (England and Wales) Bill.—‘‘To provide for the 
separate assessment of Land and the rating for local purposes of Land 
Values in boroughs and urban districts in England and Wales,”’ presented, 
and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Wednesday 15th 
May, and to be printed. [Bill 155] 
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Marriage with a Deceased Wife's Sister Bill.—Order for Committee 
we Hugh Cecil (Greenwich) 3 ‘ - os % -- 320 
e Bill considered in Committee. 
on Clause 1 :-— 
Committee report Progress ; to sit again upon Wednesday, 5th June. 
Adjourned at a quarter after Twelve of the Clock. 
HOUSE OF COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, Ist MAY, 1901. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS 
oye | London = Council ( lied Bill.—Read a second time, and com- ‘iis 
303 mittec a : axe ee +e ae oa 2 


O11 LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PROVISIONAL OrbDERS (No. 2).—Bill to confirm 

l2 certain Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board for Ireland 
ole relating to the Urban Districts of Londonderry and Kilkenny, and the 
Rural Districts of Cork, Roscommon, Boyle No. 1, and Mountmellick No. 
1, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Attorney General for Ireland and Mr. 
Wyndham. 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill.— 
‘To confirm certain Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board 
for Ireland relating to the Urban Districts:of Londonderry and Kilkenny, 
and the rural Districts of Cork, Roscommon, Boyle No. 1, and Mount- 
mellick No. 1,” presented accordingly, and read the first time; to be 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. 
| Bill 156] = a a e - Me ays ~~ .s .Oae 


LonpON Unirep Tramways.—Report [80th April] from the Select Committee 
on Standing Orders read. Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. Bull, 
Colonel Warde, and Mr. Goulding = Bs - a ate PS | 


Llandrindod Wells Water Bill. aiilias [Parties do not proceed] ; 
Report to lie upon the Table e ie re oe is « ool 


Llandrindod Wells Urban District Council Water Bill; Mans- 
field Corporation Bill—Reported, with Amendments ; Report to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed es i 5 - sé re .. o2) 


PRIVATE Bitts (Groupe H).—Mr. Elliot reported from the Committee on Group 
H of Private Bills; That, to meet the convenience of parties, the Com- 


319 mittee had adjourned till Friday, at half-past One of theclock. Report 
to lie upon the Table .. a me ue ie we 3s ot .. $8291 
PETITIONS. 
AcricuLturaL Rates Act, 1896.—Petition from Bermondsey, against 
re-enactment ; to lie upon the Table a ae ee me ae +2 622 
CoaL.—Petition from Hoyland Silkstone, against proposed Customs sags 
Duty ; to lie upon the Table - ys - i re ie . $32 
CoaL Mines (EMPLOYMENT) BILL.—Petitions in favour, from Atherton ; Hyde, 
and Pontefract ; to lie upon the Table .. ae ; Rtg sc 
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LocaL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUATION BILL.— Petition from London, 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE'S SISTER BILL.—Petitions against, from 
Salisbury ; and Buxton ; to lie upon the Table 


MERCHANDISE Marks Act (1887) AMENDMENT BiLL.—Petition from Bir- 
mingham, in favour; to lie upon the Table. 


Mines (Eicut Hours )BiLtt.—Petitions in favour, from Atherton ; Cwmteg ; 
Wyndham ; Hyde ; and Pontefract Collieries ; to lie upon the Table .. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LigUORS ON SuNDAY BiLu.—Petitions in favour, from 


Coventry ; Wakefield; Clitheroe; Appledore; Birmingham (two) ; 


Liverpool ; Neweastle-on-Tyne ; West Bridgford; J. W. Bradley and 
others ; Salisbury ; Pendleton ; Wortham ; Loughton ; Moulton ; Gailey 
(two) ; Streatham ; Westgate ; and Bristol ; to lie upon the Table 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LiQuORS TO CHILDREN BILL.—Petition from Hereford, 
against ; to lie upon the Table. Petitions in favour, from Ilfracombe ; 
W. E. Perfect and another; Nelson (three) ; Earlestown ; Finsbury ; 
Derby ; Ashton-on-Ribble ; Motcombe ; Hucknall Torkard ; Glasgow ; 
Berrynarbor ; Pendleton ; and Marylebone ; to lie upon the Table 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL.—Petitions in 
favour, from Ayton Castle; Ayton (fourteen); Cawdor; Farr; Mid 
Calder; Leith: Inveresk; Yarrow; Galashiels ; Dunlop; Kildonan ; 
Falkirk ; and Galgety ; to lie upon the Table .. 


STANDING OrpDeRS (PRIVATE BILLS).—Petition from Bermondsey, against 
alteration in respect of contents in case of Tramway Bills ; to lie upon 
the Table 


STEAM ENGINES AND BOILERS (PERSONS IN CHARGE) BILL.—Petition of the 
Mining Association of Great Britain, against ; to lie upon the Table 


House oF Commons AccomMMopATION, Etc.—Ordered, That the Report and 
Minute of Evidence of the Select Committee on House of Commons 
Accommodation, Session 1894, be referred to the Select Committee on 
House of Commons Accommodation.—(Mr. Akers Douglas) 


Education (Young Children School Attendance) (Scotland) Bill.— 
[Second Reapinc.|—Order for Second Reading read. 
Mr. Pirie (Aberdeen, N.) 54 a 
Sir J. Stirling-Maxwell (G Masgow, College) 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“That the Bill be now read a second time.” —(.Vr. Pirie.) 
Discussion :— 
The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) 
Sir Robert Reid (Dumfries Burghs) 
Mr. Tennant (Berwickshire) 
Mr. Cochrane (Ayrshire, N.) . 
Sir H. Camphell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) . 
Sir John Leng (Dundee). . ; 
Sir Mark Stewart (K irkcudbrightshire) 


Question put, and agreed to. 
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Bill read a second time. 
Mr. Pirie ae oe Se 5 me 
Mr. Thomas Siew (Ha wile Burghs) v3 ee a zh 
Bill committed to the Standing Committee on Law, ete. 


Steam Engines and Boilers (Persons in Charge) Bill.—[Szconp 
ReapDinG. | —Order for Second Reading read. 


Mr. Jacoby (Derbyshire, Mid) 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 
* That the Bill be now read a second time.” —(Mr. Jacoby.) 


Mr. Tomlinson (Preston) = 
Sir Thomas Wrightson (St. Pancras, E. ) 


Amendment proposed— 
“To leave out the word ‘ now,’ and at the end of the Question to 
add the words ‘ upon this day six months.’ ’—(.Wr. Tomlinson.) 


Question proposed, ‘* That the word ‘ now ’ stand part of the Question.”’ 


Discussion :— 
Mr. John Wilson (Durham, Mid) 
Sir Francis Powell (Wigan) 
Mr. Emmott (Oldham) 
Sir Fortescue Flannery (¥ ork shire, Shipley) 
Mr. Charles M’Arthur (Liverpool, E waaiods 
Mr. William Allan (Gateshead) ; 
Mr. Ure (Linlithgowshire) ‘ 
Colonel Pilkington (Lancashire, Newton) 
Mr. Norval W. Helme (Lancashire, Lancaster) . i os 
The Under Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Jesse 
Collings, Birmingham, Bordesley) ‘ es ‘3 as 
Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, S.) 
Sir Alfred Hickman (W abverhampton W. . 
Mr. Helder (Whitehaven) oe 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Bill read a second time, and committed to a Select Committee. 


Private Legislation Procedure (Ireland) Bill.—{Seconp Reapina. |— 
Order for Second Reading read. 
Mr. Hemphill (Tyrone, N.) 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 
‘That the Bill be now read a second time.”—(Mr. Hemphill.) 


The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. W a m, inet se 
Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) is : A a a 


Debate adjourned till Wednesday next. 
Coroners’ Inquests (Railway Fatalities) Bill—(Srconp Reapine. |— 
Order for Second Reading read. 
Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, E.) 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 
‘ That the Bill be now read a second time.” —(.Mr. Channing.) 
Mr. Banbury (Camberwell, Peckham) di ws 
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It being half-past Five of the clock, the debate stood adjourned, Sc 
Debate to be resumed upon Tuesday next. 

Pusiic Petitions ComMiTTEeE.—Fifth Report brought up, and read ; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. 

Adjourned at twenty five minutes before Six of the clock. 
Mi 
HOUSE OF LORDS: THURSDAY, 2np MAY, 1901, 

EarL or CLaNcarty.—Petition of William Frederick Earl of Clanearty, in 
the Peerage of Ireland, claiming a right to vote at the elections of Repre- Ca 
sentative Peers for Ireland ; read, and referred to the Lord Chancellor to 
consider and report thereupon to the House.. is irs ste .. 885 

IntropucepD.—Arthur Foley, Lord Bishop of London, was (in the usual 
manner) introduced ~ = o et - ‘is ‘ 1. BOD 

TooK THE OATH.—The Marquess of Normanby took the Oath 385 | Fu 

meee Gr 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Gr 


West and South London Junction Railway Bill [1.1.].—Petition of 
Messrs. Torr and Company, of No. 19, Abingdon Street. West- 
minster, parliamentary agents, praying for leave to present a petition 
of Owners, ete., in Park Lane, praying to be heard by counsel against Bu 
the Bill, although the time limited by Standing Order No. 92 for present- 
ing such petition has expired ; read, and ordered to lie upon the Table ; Ro 
and Standing Order No. 92 to be considered to-morrow in order to its 


being dispensed with 385 
Wigan Corporation Tramways, etc., Bill [H.1.].—Report from the Ha 

Select Committee, That the Committee had not proceeded with the 

consideration of the Bill, no parties having appeared in opposition 

thereto ; read, and ordered to lie upon the Table ; the orders made on 

the 18th March last and Friday last discharged ; and Bill committed .. 385 
London (City) School for aimee of Freemen Bill [1.1..|—Reported 

without Amendment - is .. 385 
Shrewsbury Gas Bill [1.1.]—Reported with Amendments ay ws. 385 
Bideford and oe — ee) Bill [u.1.].— CL 

Committed : - is => Ae 
Grangemouth Water Provisional Order Confirmation Bill [1.1]. 

(No. 46.)—A Bill to confirm a Provisional Order under the Private 

Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to the water supply 

of the burgh of Grangemouth .. i = - - - .. 386 


El 
Hamilton Burgh Provisional Order Confirmation Bill [1.1]. 
(No. 47.)—A Bill to confirm a Provisional Order under the Private 
Legislature Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to the burgh of 
Hamilton es - nm me és - Fy me “ .. 386 
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Scottish Provident Institution Provisional Order Confirmation Bill 
[H.L.]. (No. 48.)—A Bill to confirm a Provisional Order under the 
Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to the 
Scottish Provident Institution. 


Were presented by the Earl Waldegrave (for the Earl of Dudley) ; to be 
printed ; and (pursuant to the Private Legislation Procedure (Scot- 
land) Act, 1899, Section 7 (2)); read 1¢ and 24; Committee 
negatived 


Manchester (Market Street Area) Improvements Bill [H.1.].— 
Report from the Select Committee, that it is not expedient to proceed 
further with the Bill ; read, and ordered to lie upon the Table 


Cardiff Railway Bill [u.L.].—Report from the Select Committee, That 
the Bill, on being reported, should be referred to the Chairman of Com- 
mittees in order that certain proofs and consents may be given in respect 
thereto ; read, and agreed to : Bill reported from the Select Committee with 
Amendments ; and re-committed 


Finchley and Hendon Tramways Bill [1.L.].—Read 2¢ 


Gravesend Gas Bill ; Honley Urban District Council (Gas) Bill ; London 
Bridge Widening Bill—Read 24, and committed xe a ca 


Great Northern Railway Bill.--Read 2¢, and committed; The Com- 
mittee to be proposed by the Committee of Selection os 53 ep 


Bury Corporation Tramways Bill.—lRead 24, and committed 


Royal Exchange Assurance Bill [11.1.] ; Albion Steam Coal Company 
Bill [H.L.] ; Chester Gas Bill “a L.|—Read 34, and passed, and sent to the 
Commons “ ; me - - xis is ; 


Harrogate Water Bill [1.1..]; Leeds Corporation Water Bill [H.1.]; Ripon 
Corporation Bill [H.L.] ; Harrogate Corporation Bill [H.L.]—Report from 
the Committee of Selection, That the following Lords be proposed to the 
House to form the Select Committee for the consideration of the said 
Bills, viz.: E. Buckinghamshire, L. Barnard, L. Mendip (V. Clifden), L. 
Llangattock, L. Hawkesbury (chairman) ; agreed to ; and the said Lords 
appointed accordingly: The Committee to meet on Monday, the 13th 
instant, at ‘Twelve o'clock ; and all petitions referred to the Committee, 
with leave to the petitioners praying to be heard by counsel against the 
Bills to be heard as desired, as also counsel for the Bills 


CLYDE NAVIGATION DRAFT PROVISIONAL ORDER.— Ordered, that the evidence 
taken before the Committee of this House on the Renfrew Burgh and Har- 
bour Extension Bill, 1899, be referred to the Commissioners appointed 
under the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899. to inquire 
into the Clyde Navigation Draft Provisional Order 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill [H.1.] (No. 49).— 
A Bill to confirm certain Provisional Orders made by the Board of 
Trade under the Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 and 1888, and the Electric 
Lighting (Scotland) Act, 1890, relating to Clyde Bank, Crieff, Dalkeith, 
Dollar, Falkirk, Galashiels, Gourock, Jedburgh, Melrose, and Oban 
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Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill [H.L.] (No. 50).— 


A Bill to confirm certain Provisional Orders made by the Board of 
Trade under the Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 and 1888, relating to 
Alnwick, Annfield Plain, Benfieldside, Consett, Handsworth, Norton, 
Pickering, St. Austell, Shildon and East Thickley, and Whitley and 
Monkseaton ss 2% - ut a is “s “ - 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill [H.L.] (No. 51).— 
A Bill to confirm certain Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade 
under the Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 and 1888, relating to Blackrock, 
Dungannon, Kildare, and Waterford. Were presented by the Eart of 
Hardwicke (for the Earl of Dudley); read 1%; to be printed; and 
referred to the Examiners . es - < * oe - 


Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London) Bill 
{u.L.]. (No. 52.).—A Bill to confirm a Provisional Order made by the 
Board of Education under the Elementary Education Acts, 1870 to 
1900, to enable the School Board for London to put in force the Lands 
Clauses Acts 


Education Board Provisional Orders Confirmation (Barnes, etc.) Bill 
{u.t.]. (No. 53.).—A Bill to confirm certain Provisional Orders made by 
the Board of Education under the Elementary Education Acts, 1870 to 
1900, to enable the School Boards for Barnes, Hartlepool, Manchester, 
Merthyr Tydvil, and Walthamstow to put in force the Lands Clauses 


Acts Ke. e 5 a ie 68s 


Were presented by the Earl of Waldegrave (for the Lord President (D. 
Devonshire) ; read 1“ ; to be printed ; and referred to the Examiners 


Paisley Gas Provisional Order Bill.—Read 3¢ (according to Order), 
and passed a i “ - ps - ss - as 


Thames and Severn Provisional Order Bill—Read 2¢ (according 
to Order), and committed to a Committee of the Whole House to-morrow 


WIDOWS AND ORPHANS OF SOLDIERS AND SaILors.—The evidence taken before 
the Joint Committee from time to time to be printed, but no copies to be 
delivered, except to members of the Committee, until further order 


Lonpon UNDERGROUND RaiLways.—Leave given to the Select Committee to 
hear parties interested, by themselves, their counsel, agents, and witnesses, 
so far as the Committee think fit: The evidence taken before the Select 
Committee from time to time to be printed for the use of the Members of 
this House ; but no copies thereof to be delivered, except to members of 
the Committee and to such other persons as the Committee shall think 
fit, until further order 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
TRADE REPoRTS (ANNUAL SERIES)—No. 2568. Spain (Consular District. of 
Corunna). Presented (by command), and ordered to lie on the Table 
PETITION. 


EpucaTIon Rate.—Petition that ratepayers may be allowed to allocate their 
rate to the support of voluntary schools ; of inhabitants of Higher and 
Lower Tranmere and others ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table 
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Marriages Legalisation Bill [H.L.].—[Seconp Reapinc.|—Order of the 
Day for the Second Reading read. 


Lord Belper “3 Bs 3 - oe os Si - 


Bill read 2¢ (according to Order), and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House on Monday next. 


Polling Arrangements (Parliamentary Boroughs) Bill [H.1.]|—Poll- 
ing Districts (County Councils) Bill [H.L.]—Read 3¢ (according to Order), 
and passed, and sent to the Commons - . ‘“ i ‘3 

PRESENCE OF THE SOVEREIGN IN PARLIAMENT.—Message from the Commons 
that they have ordered that the Committee appointed by them to join with 
the Committee of this House to consider the subject of the Presence of 
the Sovereign in Parliament, do meet the Lords’ Committee in Committee 

Room A on Friday next at Three of the clock, as proposed by their Lord- 

ships - ‘ ns 

REFORMATORY AND INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS :— 


Lord Norton 4, Se ore on as oe sie aie 
Lord Belper re oP oe ae as a me ie 


House adjourned at ten minutes before Five of the clock. 
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Gateshead and District Tramways Bill ; Horley District Gas Bill.— 
Read the third time, and passed us e es - 7 


London United Tramways Bill.—‘ For conferring further powers on 
the London United Tramways, Limited, for constructing tramways and 
widening and altering roads in the counties of London, Middlesex, and 
Surrey ; and for other purposes ” ; read the first time. and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill.—Reported 
without Amendment [Provisional Orders confirmed]: Report to lie 
upon the Table. Bill to be read the third time to-morrow 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill.—KReported 
without Amendment [Provisional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie upon 
the Table. Bill to be read the third time to-morrow F 


Local Government Provisional Orders (Poor Law) Bill.—Re- 
ported without Amendment [Provisional Orders confirmed] ; Report to 
lie upon the Table. Bill to be read the third time to-morrow Md 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Order (No. 1) Bill.— 
Reported, without Amendment [Provisional Order confirmed]; Report 
to lie upon the Table. Bill to be read the third time to-morrow 


Metropolitan Common Scheme (Ham) Provisional Order Bill.— 
Reported without Amendment [Provisional Order confirmed]; Report 
to lie upon the Table. Bill to be read the third time to-morrow 
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Hull, Barnsley, and West Riding Junction Railway and Dock 
Bill ; Dublin Corporation (Markets, Etc.) Bill—Reported, with Amend- 
ments ; Reports to lie upon the Table, and to be printed - 


Dublin, St. James’ Gate Brewery Tramways Bill; Pembroke 
Urban District Council (County of Dublin) Bill; Caledonian Railway 
Bill—Reported, with Amendments ; Reports to lie upon the Table, and 
to be printed 


Richmond Gas Bill; Stroud Gas Bill.- — with Amendments ; 
Reports to lie upon ‘the Table ba : ie a es sa 


West Surrey Water Bill — Reported, with Amendments ; Report to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed - = a e - ee 
Raitway Bits (Group 5).—Mr. Batty Langley reported from the Committee 
on Group 5 of Railway Bills, That at the meeting of the Committee this 
day an intimation was received from Sir Lewis M Iver, Chairman of the 
Committee, stating that he was unable on account of illness to attend the 
Committee this day ; and for the convenience of parties the Committee 
had adjourned till Monday next, at half-past Eleven of the clock. Report 
to lie upon the Table : i - e ms “ss fe se 


Burgess Hill Water Bill; Aldershot Gas and Water Bill.—Reported, 
with Amendments; Reports to lie upon the Table, and to be printed 


London County Council (Spitalfields Market) Bill. cepa with 


Amendments ; Report to lie upon the Table 


RAILWAY BILLs (Group 3). Ordered, That Henry George Hills do attend the 
Committee on Group 3 of Railway Bills on Tuesday next, at half-past 
Eleven of the clock, and produce documents. 

Ordered, That Superintendent Robert Shannon do attend the Committee 
on Group 3 of Railway Bills on Tuesday next, at half-past Eleven of 
the clock 

RAILWAY BILLS (GRovP 7).—Sir Samuel Hoare reported from the Committee 
on Group 7 of Railway Bills, That, for the convenience of parties, the 
Committee had adjourned till Friday, 10th May, at Eleven of the clock. 
feport to lie upon the Table ‘a ‘ 


North Eastern Railway Bill.—Reported, with Amendments; Report to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed .. - “ es a” = 

PrivATE BILLs (Group K).—Mr. Heywood Johnstone reported from the Com- 
mittee on Group K of Private Bills, That, for the convenience of parties, 
the Committee had adjourned till Monday next, at half-past Eleven of 
the clock. Report to lie upon the Table o i ‘ 


PETITIONS. 
AGRICULTURAL Rates Act, 1896—Petition from West Ward, in favour of 


re-enactment ; to lie upon the Table 

CoaL.—Two Petitions from Burradon, against proposed Customs Export 
Duty ; to lie upon the Table . 

CoaL Mines (EMPLOYMENT) BILL.—Petitions in favour, from Gorllwyn, and 
Dallas ; to lie upon the Table i ; “i - 9 
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ELEMENTARY EpucaTion (NEw CoDE OF REGULATIONS FOR Day ScHOOLS).— 
Petition from Birmingham, for alteration of Article 101 (g) ; to lie upon 
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PoLtinG Districts (County CouNcILs).—Petition from Battersea, for altera- 
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Local GOVERNMENT BoarD (IRELAND) INQUIRY (WEXFoRD).—Return presented, 
relative thereto [ordered 22nd April ; Sir Thomas Esmonde] ; to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 149] 


Wars IN SoutH AFRICA AND CHINA (Cost AND EXPENDITURE).—Return pre- 
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Lonpon BorouGH BoUNDARIES.—Question, Mr. Lough; Answer, The Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade (Mr. Walter Long, Bristol, 5.) 


MeTROPOLITAN Poor LAW SCHOOLS—OPHTHALMIA AND RINGWORM.—Q)uestion, 
Dr. Farquharson ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


Poor LAW OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUATION.—Question, Mr. Murnaghan (Tyrone, 
Mid) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


ForEsT GATE Poor Law ScHoots.—Question, Dr. Farquharson ; Answer, 
Mr. Walter Long : 


BoarDING OuT Poor Law CHILDREN.—Question, Mr. Hay (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


EMIGRATION OF PAUPER CHILDREN.—Question, Mr. Samuel Smith (Flintshire); 
Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


Fietitious Berring News.—Question, Mr. John Campbell; Answer, The 
Attorney General (Sir Robert Finlay, Inverness Burghs) 


ALLEGED BoycortinG AT BEXHILL.—Questions, Captain Donelan (Cork, E.) 
and Mr. William Redmond ; Answers, Sir Robert Finlay 


MunicrpaAL BriperY—CHARGE AGAINST A GLASGOW MAGISTRATE.—Question, 
Sir John Leng (Dundee) ; Answer, The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham 
Murray, Buteshire) ‘ 


ADMINISTRATION OF LICENSING Laws IN SCOTLAND.—Question, Mr. Conor 
O'Kelly (Mayo, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Graham Murray 


SCHOOLS OF SCIENCE.—Question, Dr. Macnamara (Camberwell, N.) ; Answer, 
The Vice-President of the Board of Education (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge 
University) 


EVENING CONTINUATION SCHOOLS IN WALES—Question, Mr. Kenyon (Denbigh) ; 
Answer, Sir J. Gorst = ns ne t “4 ra “i sie 


New Epvucation CopE—REx vy. CocKerToN—Question, Mr. Goddard (Ipswich); 
Answer, Sir J. Gorst.. 


MemBers OF PARLIAMENT AND FREE PosTAGE—Question, Mr. William Red- 
mond ; Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.) .. 

LANGHAM Horet Post Orrice.—Question, Mr. Soames ; Answer, Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain 


DELAY OF THE AMERICAN NEWSPAPER MAIL.—Question, Mr. Thomas O’ Donnell 
(Kerry, W.); Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


‘TWEEDMOUTH COMMITTEE—POSTMEN AS SORTING CLERKS AND 'TELEGRAPHISTS. 
—Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien (Kilkenny); Answer, Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain 

POSTMEN S STRIPE RULES.—Question, Dr. Macnamara; Answer, Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain , 

CavAN Sup-LAND ComMissIon.—Question, Mr. Samuel Young (Cavan, E.) ; 
Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) .. “i 


ORIGINATING Notices IN CouNTY CAVAN.—Question, Mr. Samuel Young ; 
Answer, The Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, London- 
derry, N.) gs ‘a 
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LABOURERS’ COTTAGES IN County Mayo.—Question, Mr. Conor O'Kelly ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham x 

GLENHEST PoLice Hut.—Question, Mr. Conor O'Kelly ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 

LAND CONGESTION AT CLAREMORRIS, CouNTY MAyo.—Question, Mr. Conor 
O'Kelly ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 

RoyaL Irish ConstapuLary—District INspecrors.—Question, Mr. Conor 
O'Kelly ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 

CARRICKMORE PETTY SESSIONS—PROSECUTION OF JAMES M‘Cann, JuN.— 
Question, Mr. O'Doherty (Donegal, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 

CONGESTION IN CONNAUGHT.—Question, Dr. Ambrose (Mayo, W.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham - 

Trish = INTERMEDIATE =EptcaTloN—VaCANT COMMISSIONERSHIP.— Question, 
Mr. O'Doherty ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 5 

ROYAL IRISH CONSTABULARY PENSIONS.—Question, Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 8.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham - 

RABIES IN IRELAND.—Questions, Colonel M’Calmont (Antrim, E.) and Mr. J. 
P. Farrell ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham ey 

TINAHELY Local GOVERNMENT INQUIRY.—-Question, Mr. James O'Connor 
(Wicklow, W.); Answers, Mr. Wyndham 

IrIisH WINTER AssIzes.—Question. Mr. O'Doherty ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson 

IrtsH Loca Loan FunpD.—Questions, Mr. James O'Connor and Mr. Dillon ; 
Answers, Mr. Atkinson : 

IMPRISONMENT OF Mr. P. A. M*HtGu, M.P.—Questions, Mr. Patrick O'Brien, 
Mr. Dillon, Mr. Tully, Mr. William Redmond, Captain Donelan, and 
Dr.- Ambrose ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham ; - - ‘3 

CARRICK-ON-SHANNON SANITARY RATE.—Question, Mr. Tully ; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham 

TRALEE AND DINGLE Licut Raitway.—Questions, Mr. Thomas O'Donnell 
(Kerry, W.), Mr. William Redmond, Mr. Gibson Bowles, and Dr. Ambrose ; 
Answers, Mr. Wyndham - $6 re 4 - - a 

INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS IN IRELAND.—Question, Mr. O'Mara; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham Py 

Lanp TrovusLe IN SoutH Gatway.—Question, Mr. Duffy (Galway, S.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham = Ks 

ArmaGu Lanp Case.—Question, Mr. John Campbell ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 

OPERATION OF TRUCK AcTs IN IRELAND.—Question, Mr. Tennant ; Answer, 
Mr. Atkinson 

LAND PURCHASE IN GALWAY.—Question, Colonel Nolan ; Answer, Mr. Atkin- 
son 

BonDED WAREHOUSE IN TIPPERARY.—Question, Mr. Cullinan (Tipperary, 8.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain " : - ny fs 

IrIisH NATIONAL TEACHERS’ Pension Funp.—Question. Mr. Tully ; Answer, 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain ” ea 
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RaTHLIN ISLAND LIGHTHOUSE. econ Mr. O’Doherty ; Answer, Mr. Gerald 
Balfour ; 

JRISH ORDNANCE SURVEY. — Question, Mr. ila Camphel ‘Mineo er, Mr. Hie 
bury : : - , 

IntsHh LANGUAGE IN THE na — Aaa Mr. 0° oe Answer, 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain ‘ 


RoYAL RESIDENCE IN IRELAND.—Questions, Mr. John Campbell and Mr. Flavin 
(Kerry, N.). Neither question was answered. 

FISHERIES (IRELAND) BILL.—Question, Mr. Power (Waterford, E.) ; Answer, 
Mr. A. J. Balfour ag ae es ae ae ae 

RELIGIOUS ORDERS ABROAD.—Question, Mr. ree oe S.) ; Answer, 
Mr. A. J. Balfour ie es 5 és re 5 

KinG’s AccessIon DECLARATION.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, 
Mr. A. J. Balfour a ; ‘ 

GIBRALTAR WorRKS—THE RECENT INQUIRY.—Question, Mr. M‘Kenna ; Answer, 
Mr. A. J. Balfour : 

ROYAL BuckHounpDs.—Question, Mr. John Campbell; Answer, Mr. A. J. 
Balfour ee ks - 1 es ‘4 : 

BUSINESS OF THE Hovuse—Tue Coat Duties REsoLUTION.—Question, Sir H. 
Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


ComMons (INCLOSURE OF OPEN FIELDS AND HEATH AND WASTES IN SUTTON, 


NORTHAMPTONSHIRE, AND REGULATION OF THE COMMON AND INCLOSURE 
OF OPEN FIELDS AT SKIPWITH, East RIDING OF YORKSHIRE).—Report from 
the Select Committee, with Minutes of Evidence, brought up, and read. 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be — [No. 152]. Minutes of 
Evidence to be printed. [No. 152} : ee - . ~ 
PRESENCE OF THE SOVEREIGN IN PARLIAMENT.—Lords Message [80th April], 
relating to the time and place of meeting of the Joint Committee considered 
and agreed to. Ordered that the Committee of this House do meet the 
Lords’ Committee, as proposed by their ee Message to the Lords 
to acquaint them therewith ; is ve - ae im 


Tue [IMPERIAL YEOMANRY.—{Motion for Adjournment] :— 
Mr. Claude Lowther (Cumberland, Eskdale) 
Motion not accepted. 


WAYS AND MEANS [18TH Apri] REPORT.—Order read, for further 
Consideration of Postponed Resolution [29th April]. 
COAL. 

‘That there shall be charged on and after the nineteenth day of April, 
nineteen hundred and one, the following Customs export duty on coal :— 
Coal (including culm, coke, cinders, and manufactured fuel), per ton, 1s.” 
Question proposed, ‘* That this House doth agree with the Committee in 
the said Resolution.” 

Discussion :— 
Sir William Harcourt (Monmouthshire, W.) 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W :) 
Sir James Joicey (Durham, Chester-le-Street) , 
Colonel Blundell (Lancashire, Ince) 
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Mr. Paulton (Purham, Bishop Auckland) 

Sir Howard Vincent Hansa — 

Mr. Burt (Morpeth) - 

Colonel Ropner (Stockton) ; 

Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) - 

Mr. Samuel Evans (Glamorganshire, Mid) 

Mr. Plummer (Newcastle-on-Tyne) ‘ 

The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 


CONTINUANCE OF ADDITIONAL Excise Duty oN SPIRITS. 


Xesolution reported— 
“That the additional Excise duty on spirits, imposed by section 
seven of the Finance Act, 1900, shall continue to be charged until the 
first day of August, nineteen hundred and two.” 


Resolution read a second time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 
‘That this House doth agree with the Committee in the said Reso. 
lution.” 
Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) 
Mr. J. P. Farrell (L ongford, 
Mr. McDermott (Kilkenny, N. 4 
Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 8.) aN 
Sir M. Hicks Beach 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 230; Noes, 58. (Division List No. 167.) 


Ordered, That it be an Instruction to the Gentlemen appointed to bring 
in a Bill upon the Resolutions reported from the Committee of Ways 
and Means on the 29th day of this instant April, and then agreed to 
by the House, that they do make provision therein pursuant to the 
said Resolution.—(.V/r. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 


Adjourned at half after Twelve of the Clock. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: FRIDAY, 3rp MAY, 1901. 


Lorp Dunsany.—Report made from the Lord Chancellor that the right of 
Edward John Moreton Drax, Baron of Dunsany, to vote at the elections 
of Representative Peers for Ireland has been established to the satisfaction 
of the Lord Chancellor ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table 


Took THE Oatu.—The Lord Hawkesbury took the Oath 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lord Chancellor acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificate from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have been complied with : 
Colwyn Bay and Colwyn Urban District Council Gas. And the Certifi- 
cate that the Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have been 
complied with: Metropolitan Police Provisional Order. The same were 
ordered to lie on the Table 


Manchester and Liverpool Electric Express Railway Bill [#.L.].—- 
—A witness ordered to attend the Select Committee ie - 
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London United Tramways Bill.—Examiner’s Certificate of non-com- 
pliance with the Standing Orders referred to the Standing Orders Com- 
mittee on Tuesday next .. : - ” - - 4 sl 


Manchester Corporation Bill _ ane from the Select Committee 
with amendments Si Le Aa 


Rodgers’ Patent Bill [x. rer Qa 
Petersfield and Selsey Gas Bill.—Read 24, and committed 


Midland Railway Bill—Read 2+, and committed ; The Committee to be 
proposed by the Committee of "Selection 4 - 


Taff Vale Railway Bill.—Read 2*, and committed 


Sheffield Corporation Bill [H.L.]; Sutton-in-Ashfield Urban District 
(Water) Bill [H.L.] ; Nitrate Railways Company Bill [u.L.] ; Otley Gas Bill 
[u.L.]; Bath Gas Light and Coke Bill [H.L.] ; Mersey Docks and Harbour 
Board Bill [n.L.]. Read 3%, and passed, and sent to the Commons 


West and South London Junction Railway Bill [n.L.].—Stand- 
ing Order No. 92 considered (according to Order), and dispensed 
Ww ith, with respect to a petition of Owners, &c., in Park Lane: Leave given 
to present the said petition 


Gateshead and District Tramways Bill; Horley District Gas Bill. 
Brought from the Commons ; read 1¢ ; and referred to the Examiners 


Water Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [u.L.|—A Bill to confirm 
certain Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the autho- 
ay. of the Gas and Water Works Facilities Act, 1870, relating to Dearne 

Valley Water, Mid-Kent Water, Perranporth Water, Slough ‘Water, and 
Tilehurst, Pangbourne, and District Water, was presented “by the Earl of 
Hardwicke (for the Earl of Dudley) ; read 1¢; to be printed, and referred 
tothe Examiners. [No. 56] ; és “ e 


St. Bartholomew's Hospital Bill [1.1]; Southport Water (Transfer) 
Bill [n.L.]; Barrow-in-Furness Compewntion Bill [H.L.] ; Bolton Corpora- 
tion Bill [H.1.]; Broadstairs and St. Peter’s Water and Improvement Bill 
[u.L:]; Chesterfield Improvement Bill [H.L.] ; Dover Harbour Bill [H.1.] ; 
Bristol Corporation Cemetery Bill [H.L.] ; Bristol Corporation (Docks and 
Railways, Ete.) Bill [H..]—Report from ‘the Committee of Selection, That 
the Earl of Denbigh be proposed to the House as a member of the Select 
Committee on the said Bills in the place of the Earl of Lathom ; read, and 


agreed to 
Thames and Severn Provisional Order Bill.—House in Committee 


(according to order); Bill reported without amendment; Standing 
Committee negatived ; and Bill to be read 34 on Monday next 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


RirLE RANGE NEAR WINCHESTER.—Correspondence respecting : Laid before 
the House (pursuant to Address of the 29th March a and to be — 
[No. 54] “sy : re es : ‘ iy 

TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—No. 2587. Turkey (Vilayet of Aleppo) 


CoLontes (ANNUAL).—No. 321. Lagos. Report for 1899: Presented (by 
command), and ordered to lie on the Table es a a 
ad 2 
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Loca Loans Funp (Accounts, 1899-1900).—Accounts of receipts and pay- 
ments by the Commissioners for the Reduction of the National Debt in 
respect of the capital and income of the Local Loans Fund, for the year 


ended 31st March, 1900; together with the Report of the Comptroller 


and Auditor General thereon: Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), 
and ordered to lie on the Table - ‘ ‘ 


PETITIONS. 
TRAMWAYs (CONSENTS OF LocaL AUTHORITIES).—Petition against amendment 
of Standing Order No. 22; of Bermondsey Corporation ; read, and 
ordered to lie on the Table ; 


AGRICULTURAL Rates Act, 1896.—-Petition against renewal of, of Bermond- 
sey Corporation ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table ; 


SHops (Earty CiosinG) Bit. [H.1.].—Petitions in favour of ; of Edinburgh 


Corporation ; and Manchester, Salford, and Distriet Butchers’ Associa- 
tion ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table. 


Lunacy (Ireland) Bill [u.L.].—A Bill to amend the law relating to lunatics 
in Ireland was presented by the Lord Ashbourne ; read 14 ; to be printed ; 
and to be read 24 on Thursday next. [No. 55.] 


County Courts (Ireland) Bill [1.1.]. 
The Lord Chancellor of Ireland (Lord Ashbourne) 
Moved, “‘ That the House do resolve itself into Committee on the said Bill.” 
Lord Morris nS it ie ‘% ws ‘5% os =e a 
On Question agreed to— 
House in Committee accordingly ; Bill reported without amendment ; 
Standing Committee negatived ; Amendments made ; Bill re-com- 
mitted for Friday next ; and to be printed as amended. (No. 57.) 
EpucaTion—REx vy. COCKERTON. 


Lord Reay ee ae 
The Lord President of the Council (The Duke vised Devonshire) 


Earl Spencer 


House imate at ten minutes past Five of the clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: FRIDAY, 3rp MAY, 1901. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Derwent Valley Water Board Bill. [By Orprr.]—Order for considera- 
tion, as amended, read. 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“That the Bill be now considered.” 


The Chairman of Ways and Means & ai J. W. Lowther, Cumber- 
land, Penrith) * Ne vd a 


Page 


or 
lor) 
ew 


565 
569 
570 





Pr 


age 


63 


55 


9 





TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
May 3.) 


Amendment proposed— 


‘To leave out from the word ‘ That’ to the end of the Question, 
in order to add the words ‘ this House is of opinion that the allowance 
of a term of sixty years from the 25th March, 1909 for the repayment 
of the said loans is contrary to the spirit of Standing Order 1734 of 
this House, but, having regard to the special circumstances mentioned 
in the Report of the Committee, orders the Bill to be now considered.’ ’ 
—(The Chairman of Ways and Means). 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Question.” 


Discussion :— 
Mr. Vicary Gibbs (Hertfordshire, St. Albans) oe 
Mr. John Ellis (Nottinghamshire, Rushcliffe) ee 


Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice (Wiltshire, Cricklade) 

Colonel Welby (Taunton) i oe 

Mr. Edwards (Radnorshire) . ee 

The Secretary to the Local Government Board (Mr. Grant La wson, 
Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) 

Mr. Blake (Longford, 8S.) .. 

Mr. Bartley (Islington, N.) .. 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“That the debate be now adjourned.”—(.Vr. Bartley.) 
Mr. J. W. Lowther... es a = we we ~ 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn, 


Question, ‘‘ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Question,” put, and negatived. 


Question proposed, ‘* That those words be there added.” 
Amendment amended, by leaving out the words “ the spirit of.” 
Words, as amended, added. 

Main Question, as amended, put, and agreed to. 


Resolved, That this House is of opinion that the allowance of a term of 
sixty years from the 25th March, 1909, for the repayment of the said 
loans is contrary to Standing Order 173A of this House, but having 
regard to the special circumstances mentioned in the Report of the 
Committee, orders the Bill to be now considered. 


Bill considered accordingly ; to be read the third time. 


Private Britis. [Lords.] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which 
are applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz.:—Alfreton Gas 
Bill [Lords]; Bournemouth Corporation Bill [Lords]; King’s Norton 
and Northfield Urban District Tramways Bill [Lords]; Oakham Water 
Bill [Lords]. Ordered, that the Bills be read a second time... os 


PRIVATE BILL PETITIONS (STANDING ORDERS NOT COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. 
Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, That, in the case of the Petition for the following Bill, 
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the Standing Orders have not been complied with, viz.:—Winsford 
Urban District (Gas Transfer, etc.) Ordered, that the report be re- 
ferred to the Select Committee on Standing Orders 9 si 


Cardiff Corporation Bill.—King’s consent signified—Read the third 
time, and passed - on one ws “ ie éo hs 


Newry Port and Harbour Trust Bill—As amended, considered ; 


a clause added ; an Amendment made ; Bill to be read the third time .. 


Stratford-upon-Avon, Towcester, and Midland Junction, East and 
West Junction and Evesham, Redditch, and Stratford-upon- 
Avon Railway Junction — Bill. (By Orper.)—Read a 
second time, and committed. ; ‘ re a ei ae 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill; Local Govern- 
ment Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill; Local Government Provisional 
Orders (Poor Law) Bill ; Local Bete (Ireland) Provisional Order 
(No. 1) Bill; Metropolitan Common Scheme (Ham) Provisional Order 
Bill. Read the third time, and passed 


HicHLAND RatLway Order ConrirMATionN.—Bill to confirm a Provisional 
Order under the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, 
relating to the Highland Railway Company, ordered to be brought in 
by the Lord Advocate and Mr. Solicitor General for Scotland. 


Highland Railway Order Confirmation Bill.—‘“ To confirm a Pro- 
visional Order under the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 
1899, relating to the Highland Railway Company,” presented, and , 


read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Monday, 13th May, ;. 


and to be printed. [Bill 157.] 


Ayr Harsour OrbdeR CONFIRMATION.—Bill to confirm a Provisional Order 
under the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, relating 
to Ayr Harbour, ordered to be brought in by the Lord Advocate and 
Mr. Solicitor General for Scotland. 


Ayr Harbour Order Confirmation Bill—‘ To confirm a Provisional 
Order under the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, 
relating to Ayr Harbour,”’ presented, and read the first time ; to be read 
a second time upon Monday, 13th May, and to be printed. [Bill 158.] 


ArprossaN Harbour OrDER CONFIRMATION.—Bill to confirm a Provisional , 


Order under the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, re- 
lating to Ardrossan Harbour, ordered to be brought in by the Lord Advo- 
cate and Mr. Solicitor General for Scotland. 


Ardrossan Harbour Order Confirmation Bill—‘ To confirm a Pro- 
visional Order under the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 
1899, relating to Ardrossan Harbour,” presented, and read the first time ; 
to be read a second time upon Monday, 13th May, and to be printed, 
[Bill 159. ] - ee - - es ps " ~ : 


FALKIRK AND District TRAMWAYS ORDER CONFIRMATION.—Bill to confirm 
a Provisional Order under the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) 
Act, 1899, relating to the Falkirk and District Tramways, ordered to be 
brought in by the Lord Advocate and Mr. Solicitor General for Scotland. 
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Falkirk and District Tramways Order Confirmation Bill.—‘ To 
confirm a Provisional Order under the Private Legislation Procedure 
(Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to the Falkirk and District Tramways,” 
presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Monday, 
13th May, and to be printed. [Bill 160.] 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDER (GAS).—Bill to confirm a Provisional 
Order of the Local Government Board relating to Shoeburyness, ordered 
to be brought in by Mr. Grant Lawson and Mr. Long. 


Local Government Provisional Order (Gas) Bill—‘To confirm a 
Provisional Order of the Local Government Board relating to Shoebury- 
ness, presented, and read the first time ; to be referred to ‘the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 161.] 


WinsrorD UrsBan District (Gas TRANSFER, Erc.).—Petition for Bill ; referred 
to the Select Committee on Standing Orders. 


Stalybridge, Hyde, Mossley, and Dukinfield Tramways and Elec- 
tricity Board Bill.—Petition for additional Provision ; referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills Si ‘ , 


PRIVATE BILLs (Group L).—Mr. Bill reported from the Committee on Group 
L of Private Bills: That, for the convenience of parties, the Committee 
had adjourned till Monday next, at half-past Eleven of the clock. Report 
to lie upon the Table ‘ e 7” ig - ie es oe 


PrivaTE BiLts (Group G).—Sir James Woodhouse reported from the Com- 
mittee on Group G of Private Bills: That, for the convenience of parties, 
the Committee had adjourned till Wednesday next, at half-past Eleven 
of the clock. Report to lie upon the Table 


PRIVATE BILLS (Group E).—Colonel Welby reported from the Committee on 
Group E of Private Bills: That, for the convenience of Members, the 
Committee had adjourned till Tuesday next. at half-past Eleven of the 
clock. Report to lie upon the Table 


Shannon Water and Electric Power Bill. ii dl with Amend- 
ments ; Report to lie upon the Table us ‘ - “ 


RaiLway BILts (Group 3).—Mr. Seale-Hayne reported from the Committee 
on Group 3 of Railway Bills: That, for the convenience of parties, the 
Committee had adjourned till Tuesday next, at Eleven of the clock. Re- 
port to lie upon the Table 


Humber Commercial Railway and Dock Bill; Shireoaks, Laughton, 
and Maltby Railway Bill; Great Central Railway Bill.—Reported, with 
Amendments ; Reports to lie upon the Table, and to be printed 


London Riverside Fish Market Bill. pitied with Amendments ; 
Report to lie upon the Table . : 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “* An Act 
to repeal the Special Acts of the Royal Exchange Assurance ; and to make 
further provisions in relation to the laws, objects, and regulations of the 
Royal Exchange Assurance ; and for other purposes.’ Royal Exchange 
acunas Bill [Lords]. Also a Bill, intituled, ‘* An Act to provide for a 
re-arrangement of the share capital of the Albion Steam Coal Company, 
Limited ; and for other purposes.” Albion Steam Coal Company Bill 
[Lords]. And also a Bill, intituled, “* An Act for conferring further powers 

upon the Chester United Gas Company.” Chester Gas Bill [Lords] 
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Royal Exchange Assurance Bill [Lords]; Albion Steam Coal Com- 
pany Bill [Lords]; Chester Gas Bill (Lords]—Read the first time ; and 


referred to the Hcominers of Petitions for Private Bills 


PETITIONS. 


CoaL.—Petitions against proposed Customs Export’ Duty, from Monmouth- 
shire ; Stourton Grange ; Grange Moor ; Newmarket Haigh Moor ; Shaw 
Cross ; Nostall; New Oaks; Rawmarsh; and Blantyre; to lie upon 


the Table 


Coa Mines (EMPLOYMENT) BILL.—Petitions in favour, from West Sharlston ; 
Grange Moor ; Bowers (No. 2) ; and Woodlesford Collieries ; to lie upon 


the Table 


ELEMENTARY EpucaTioN (HIGHER GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUATION 
ScHooLs).—Petitions for alteration of Law, from Bradford - _ (tw ) ; 
and Delph ; to lie upon the Table - vs ; ‘ 


HovsING OF THE WORKING CLASSES AND RATING BILL.—Petition from Batter- 
sea, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


HovusInG OF THE WorKING CLASSES’ (REPAYMENT OF LOANS) BILL.—Petition 
from Battersea, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


LocaL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUATION BILL.—Petition from Batter- 
sea, against ; to lie upon the Table. 
Petitions in favour, from London (two) ; and Northumberland ; to lie 
upon the Table 


MARRIAGE WITH A DeceasED WIFE'S SISTER BILL.—Petitions against, from 
Birmingham ; and Hull; to lie upon the Table 


Mines (E1cut Hours) BILt.— Petitions in favour, from West Sharlston ; Bowers 
(No. 2); Woodlesford ; Newmarket Silkstone ; and Grange Moor Col- 
lieries ; to lie upon the Table + re es vi 04 es o 


PETROLEUM BILL.—Petition from Battersea, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


RaTING OF GRoUND VALUEs.—Petition from Liverpool, for legislation ; to 
lie upon the Table .. a - “i ws i oe - 


RoMAN CATHOLIC UNIverSITY IN IRELAND.—Petition from Alexandria, against 
establishment ; to lie upon the Table ss 7 


SALE oF INTOXICATING Liquors ON SunDAY BILL.—Petitions in favour, from 
Battle ; Haworth ; Handsacre ; Salisbury ; Dudley ; Orpington ; Ruge- 
ley ; Bearwood ; Bitterne; Enfield; Barmouth ; Llanaber ; Sheffield 
(two) ; Dewsbury ; North Ormesby ; Attercliffe ; Gailey ; Stalybridge ; 
Birstall ; and Rushden ; to lie upon the Table ‘i ~ ss ok 


SALE OF INTOXICATING Liquors TO CHILDREN BILL.—Petitions in favour, from 
Rugeley ; Sheffield; St. Helens (three); Portsmouth ; Handsacre and 
Armitage ; Cleveland ; ; and Oldham ; to lie upon the Table 


SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON AccessION BILL.—Petition from Grangetown, against ; 
to lie upon the Table on = 2 


Water ComPANIes (LIABILITY FOR STORAGE OF WATER) BILL.—Petition from 
Battersea, against ;tolie upon the Table . + ‘ . 
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Ucannda Raitway Act, 1896.--Account presented, showing the money 
issued from the Consolidated Fund under the provisions of, the Uganda 
Railway Act, 1896 (59 and 60 Vic., c. 38), and of the Money expended 
and borrowed, and Securities created under the said Act, to 3lst March, 
1900, together with the Report of the Comptroller and Auditor General 
thereon [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 153.] 


FisHERY Boarp (ScoTLAND).—Copy presented, of Nineteenth Annual Report 
of the Fishery Board for Scotland, being for the — 1900, Part I. Ly 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


UNIVERSITY oF St. ANDREW’S. —Copy presented, of Abstract of Accounts of 
the University for the year ended 30th September, 1900 [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 154.] 

Copy presented, of Annual Statistical Report by the University Court 
of the University of St. Andrew for the year 1899-1900 iby amt to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 155.] 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL Sertes).—Copy presented, of Siiewiie and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, No. 2587 [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table : mn ce 


Paper LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE Hovuse.—Local Loans 
Fund.—Accounts of the Commissioners for the Reduction of the National 
Debt in respect of the Capital and Income of the Local Loans Fund for 
the year ended 31st March, 1900; with Report of the Comptroller and 
Auditor General thereon [by Act]; to be printed. [No. 156.] ‘ 


QUESTIONS. 
SoutH AFrrica—NeEw CONSTITUTION FOR THE ANNEXED REPUBLICS.—Question, 
Mr. Black (Banffshire) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies 
(Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) .. i ms a3 am 


Borer PRISONERS—INTERNMENT IN INDIA—PROPOSED INTERNMENT IN IRELAND. 
—Questions, Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) ; Answers, The Secretary of State for 
War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford), and The Secretary of State for 
India (Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) 5 - 


TREATMENT OF BOER PRISONERS.—Question, Mr. Dillon ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


Borer PRISONERS IN CEYLON AND St. HELENA.—Questions, Mr. Schwann 
(Manchester, N.), Mr. Norman (Wolverhampton, S.), Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 
S.), and Mr. Thomas O’Donnell (Kerry, W.) ; Answers, Mr. Brodrick 


WINTER ComFrorts FOR TROOPS AT THE FRONT.—Questions, Mr. Henniker 
Heaton (Canterbury), and Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.); Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


Sime Witi1aM But ier’s Despatcues.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 
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MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT AT THE FRONT.—Question, Mr. Tully ; Answer, Mr. 
Brodrick ; ‘ or ats ‘s 


GENERAL IAN HAMILTON’s SPEECH AT HyTHE.—Questions, Mr. William Red- 
mond — = and Mr. Patrick O’Brien apap — Mr. 
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Answer, Mr. Brodrick bed 5 1 ne 
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CapTuREsjor Borrs;DuriInG ApRIL.—Questions, Mr. Thomas Dewar (Tower 


Hamlets, St. George's), and Mr. Flavin ; Answer, The Financial Secretary 


to the War Office (Lord Stanley, Lancashire, Westhoughton) 


BRITISH OFFICERS AND SouTa AFRICAN LANGUAGE.—Question, Mr. Ellis 
Griffith (Anglesey) ; Answer, Lord Stanley 


PLAGUE AT THE CAPE.—Question, Mr. Bryn Roberts (Carnarvonshire, Eifion) ; 
Answer, Lord Stanley = - a ms 4s Ks : 


UNDER AGE Recrurts—CasE oF JoHN LALor.—Question, Mr. Minch (Kildare, 
S.); Answer, Lord Stanley ; rm * " a“ xt 


War OFFICE CLERK AND COMPANY PROMOTING.—Question, Mr. Taylor (Lanca- 
shire, Radcliffe); Answer, Lord Stanley - “ " 


ADMIRALTY COALING STATIONS.—Question, Mr. Goulding (Wiltshire, Devizes) ; 
Answer, Lord Stanley .. ss Be 323 oe on re 


Navy EXPENDITURE ON CoAL.—Question, Mr. Gordon (Elgin and Nairn) ; 


Answer, ‘The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast, 
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COLONIAL Lorps OF APPEAL.—Question, Mr. William Redmond; Answer, 
Mr. J. Chamberlain 


IMPERIAL CoURT OF APPEAL.—Question, Mr. M’Kenna (Monmouthshire, N.) ; 
Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain ki Bi 2 im 


CHINA—ALLEGED LooTING By British Troops aT PEKING.—Questions, Mr. 
Swift MacNeill, Mr. owen Roberts, and Mr. Flavin ; Answers, Lord G. 
Hamilton . 


DoRMANT FunpDs IN CHANCERY.—Question, Mr. Yoxall (Nottingham, W.) ; 
Answer, The Chancellor of the — - M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, 
W.) se - ; : ts = on 


SuGar Duty—Forwarp ConTracts.—Question, Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint 
Boroughs) ; Answer, Sir M. Hicks Beach ‘ - ds 


PRICES OF FOREIGN REFINED SuGAR.—Question, Mr. Herbert Lewis ; Answer, 
The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) 


Customs Dutiges.—Question, Mr. Holland nn W.R., Rotherham) ; 

Answer, Sir M. Hicks Beach ; “s : as Sy me 
s, Mr. William Allan (Gateshead), 
and Mr. D. A. Thomas (Merthyr Tydvil) ; Answers, Sir M. Hicks Beach 


CoaAL CONSUMPTION IN THE UNITED Kincpom.—Question, Mr. John Gordon 
(Londonderry, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour si 





PREFERENTIAL RAILWAY AND SHIPPING RaTes.—Questions, Mr. Field (Dublin, 
St. Patrick), and rated Rasch (Essex, Chelmsford) ; Answers, Mr. Gerald 
Balfour .. ae a 23 ee = Ae oe a 


CHILDREN IN METROPOLITAN Poor Law ScHoots.—Question, Mr. William 
Jones (Carnarvonshire, Arfon); Answer, The President of the Local 
Government Board (Mr. Walter Long, Bristol, S.) 


DeLay OF SourH AFRICAN MAILs.—Question, Mr. Bartley (Islington, W.) ; 
Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Austen Cham- 
berlain, Worcestershire, E.) - : 
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ARDAGH BuriaAL GRouND.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell; Answer, Mr. Atkinson 613 


EMIGRATION FROM MUNSTER.—Question, Dr. Ambrose Mayo, W WV.) Answer, 


Mr. Atkinson és - “ ja i -. 614 
Farr Rents in County LimertcK—TuHomas O’Dea’s Case.—Question, Mr. 

Lundon (Limerick, E.) ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson es -% oh -- 615 
Enniscortuy Post OFFICE.—Question, Sir Thomas Esmonde ; Answer, Mr. 

Austen Chamberlain - ot 9% - 3% ne i .. 615 
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Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain re we - ie oh -. 615 
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Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain - me 5 A = ss SOIT 


Licenstnc LEGISLATION.—Questions, Mr. Herbert Roberts (Denbighshire, 
j#W.), and Mr. Tritton (Lambeth, Norwood) ; Answers, The First Lord of 
the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.)  .. a ar -- 617 


Private MemBers’ BILLs.—Question, Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, 
E.); Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour Si - jg “ = .. 618 


Company Directors VOTING ON PRIVATE BILLs.—Questions, Sir John Leng 
(Dundee), and Sir John Brunner ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour’ .. « eile 


Civi SERVANTS AND PoLiTICAL CONTROVERSIES.—Question, Mr. Edmund 
Robertson (Dundee) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour is 


Bupcet Reso_uTions.—Question, Mr. Herbert Lewis; Answer, Mr. A. J. 
Balfour = “s ” “e = 5a ss “ ‘a .. 620 
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Cremation Bill.— Reported, with Amendments from the Standing Committee 
on Law, ete. Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 157.] 
Minutes of Proceedings of the Standing Committee to be printed. [No. 
157.| Bill, as amended (in the Standing Committee), to be taken into 
consideration upon Thursday next, and to be printed. [Bill 162] .. 620 


Dublin (Equalisation of Rates) Bill. [Lords]. Reported, with nents 
report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed - 620 





MESSAGE FROM THE LorpDs :— 
That they have passed'a Bill, intituled, “* An Act to amend the Law relating 
to the Arrangement of Polling Districts in Parliamentary Boroughs.”’ 
Polling?Arrangements (Parliamentary Boroughs) Bill [Lords]. 
Also, a Bill intituled, “* An Act to make further provision with respect to 
the arrangement of Polling Districts for the Election of County 
Councillors.” Polling Districts (County Councils) Bill [Lords] .. 620 


NEW BILL. 


Hicuways.—Bill to amend the Law for the administration of Highways, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Bill, Sir John Dorington, Lord Edmond 
Fitzmaurice, Mr. Henry Hobhouse, and Mr. Channing. 


Highways Bill.—‘‘To amend the Law for the administration of Highways,” 
presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Thurs- 
day, 23rd May, and to be printed. [Bill 163.]..  .« «©  .. «+ 621 
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CuurcH Parish Councits.—Bill to provide for the appointment of Church 
Parish Councils in England and Wales, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Mellor, Mr. Channing, Sir Brampton Gurdon, Mr. Higginbottom, and 
Mr. Charles M‘Arthur. 


Church Parish Councils Bill—‘“To provide for the appointment of 
Church Parish Councils in England and Wales,” presented, and read the 
first time ; to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 15th May, and to 
be printed. [Bill 164.] — se i 


LARCENY :— 
The Attorney General (Sir Robert Finlay, Inverness Burghs) =m = 
Bill to amend the Larceny Act, 1861, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Attorney General, Mr. Secretary Ritchie, Mr. Attorney General for 
Ireland, and Mr. Solicitor General. 


Larceny Bill.—‘To amend the Larceny Act, 1861,” presented, and read th. 
first time; to be read a second time upon Thursday next, and to be 


printed. [Bill 165.] 


Wine AND BeernousE Acts AMENDMENT.—Bill to amend the Law relating to 
the licensing of Beerhouses and places for the sale of Cider and Wine by 
retail in England and Wales, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Herbert 
Lewis, Mr. Cameron Corbett, and Mr. Crawford Smith. 


Wine and Beerhouse Acts Amendment Bill—‘“To amend the Law 
relating to the licensing of Beerhouses and places for the sale of Cider 
and Wine by retail in England and Wales,” presented, and read the first 
time ; to be read a second time upon Wednesday next, and to be printed 


[Bill 166.] 


SUPPLY [51x ALLotrep Day].—Considered in Committee :—! 
[Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. 
CiviL SERVICE EsTIMATES, 1901-2. 
Crass III. 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 

‘That a sum, not exceeding £35,077, be granted to His Majesty 
to complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1902, for Criminal Prosecutions and other Law Charges in Ireland.” 


Mr. T. P. O'Connor (Liverpool, Scotland) 1 =» - = - 
Mr. O'Dowd (Sligo, 8.) .. - mn - ‘a a on ~- 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 
‘That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by £500, in respect of the 
salary of the Attorney General.’”’—Mr. T. P. O'Connor. 
Discussion :— 
The Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, ne N. y 
Sir Robert Reid (Dumfries Burghs) . 
The Attorney General (Sir Robert F inlay, 1 Inverness Burghs) 
Mr. Blake (Longford, 8.) ; ns 
Mr. Duffy (Galway, S.).. - ~ we oe i 7 
Mr. J. P. Farrell (Longford, N 9 s a on 
Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 8S.) 
Mr. Power (Waterford, E.) .. 
Mr. Hemphill (Tyrone, N.) 
Mr. Moore (Antrim, N.) 
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Mr. Haldane (Haddingtonshire) oe eS is, ag me ao OB Wa 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) es .. 706 
Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Boroughs) .. - “ “ so 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 105 ; Noes, 173. (Division List No. 168.) 
Original Question again proposed. 

Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) .. a Bs be re = es .. 713 | Gre 
Question put, “* That the Question be now put.” 
‘The Committee divided :—Ayes, 175 ; Noes, 101. (Division List No. 169.) 
Original Question put accordingly. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 175 ; Noes, 96. (Division List No. 170.) 
‘The Chairman left the Chair to make his Report to the House. Le: 
Resolution to be reported upon Monday next ; Committee to sit again 

upon Monday next. Cit 


Adjourned at twenty-five minutes before One of the clock. 


Cal 


HOUSE OF LORDS, MONDAY, 6TH MAY, 1901. H 

e 

‘Lorp Dunsany.—Ordered and Directed, by the Lords Spiritual and Temporal | 

in Parliament assembled, That a Certificate be sent by the Clerk of the 

Parliaments to the Clerk of the Crown in Ireland, stating that the Lord 

Chancellor of the United Kingdom has reported to the House of Lords that 

the right of the Lord Dunsany to vote at the elections of Representative 

Peers for Ireland has been established to the satisfaction of him the said 

Lord Chancellor ; and that the House of Lords has ordered such Report 

to be sent to the said Clerk of the Crown in Ireland ; and it is hereby also 

ordered, That the said Report of the said Lord Chancellor be sent to the 
Clerk of the Crown in Ireland 


TooK THE OATH.—Several Lords took the Oath. 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Bristol. Corporation (Docks and Railways, - Bill [H... 1 —A witness 
ordered to attend the Select Committee .. j ‘ PP 

The Lord Chancellor acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Paladin 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that the 
further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been complied 
with:—Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 6) [H.L.]; Electric Lighting Tr: 
Provisional Orders (No. 7) [H.L.]; Education Board Provisional Order . 
Confirmation (Acton) [H.L.]; Great Eastern Railway. The same were 


ordered to lie on the Table .. 721 
‘STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE.—Report from, That the Standing Orders not 

complied with in respect of the Petition for additional Provision in the 

Elland Gas Bill [H.L.] ought to be dispensed with, and leave given to the 

Committee to insert the additional Provision .. ‘ ‘ “p ~~ oa Tr 


Prestatyn Water Bill a L ia arabe from the Select Committee with 
Amendments .. 2“ ; - i “x - <> San 
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Weston-super-Mare Gas Bill [H.L.].—Reported with Amendments 


Milford Docks Bill [H.L.].—Reported without Amendment 


Watford and District Tramways Bill [H-L.]; Worcester Tramways Bill 
[H.L.].—Report from the Select Committee, That the Committee had 
not proceeded with the consideration of the Bills, the opposition thereto 
having been withdrawn ; read, and ordered to lie upon the Table ; the 
Orders made on the 22nd and 26th of — last discharged ; and ‘Bills 


committed 


Great Southern and Western Railway Bill [H.L.]; South Lancashire 
Tramways Bill [H.L.].—Report from the Committee of Selection, That 
the Earl of Ducie and the Lord Wandsworth be proposed to the House 
as Members of the Select Committee on the said Bills in the place of the 
Lord Ribblesdale and the Lord Ludlow, and that the Earl of Ducie be 
Chairman of the said Committee ; read, and agreed to , 


Leatherhead Gas Bill.—Read 24, and committed 


City and South London Railway Bill [1.L.]; Mersey Docks and 
Harbour Board (Canada Dock Works, vied Bill oi ]|.—Read 34%, and 
passed, and sent to the Commons on us 


Cardiff Corporation Bill.—Brought from the Commons; read 14; and 
referred to the Examiners = cn iy Pa me Sy se 


Heywood and Middleton Water Board Bill [H.L.]; Rughy Water and 
Improvement Bill [H.L.]; Elland Gas Bill [H.L.]; Lowestoft Corporation 
Bill [H.L.]; Wolverhampton and Cannock Chase Railway Bill; Great 
Northern Railway Bill ; Midland Railway Bill_—Report from the Com- 
mittee of Selection, That the following Lords be proposed to the House 
to form the Select Committee for the consideration of the said Bills, viz. : 
E. Carnwath, E. Northesk, L. Penrhyn, L. Somerton (£. Normanton) , 
L. Pirbright (chairman) ; agreed to ; and the said Lords appointed accord- 
ingly : The Committee to meet on Tuesday, the 14th instant, at Eleven 
o’clock ; and all petitions referred to the Committee, with leave to the 
petitioners praying to be heard by counsel against the Bills to be heard 
as desired, as also counsel for the Bills 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [H.L.} (No. 58).—A 
Bill to confirm certain Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade 
under the Tramways Act, 1870, relating to Ashton-under-Lyne Corpora- 
tion Tramways, Denton Urban District Council Tramways, Devonport 
Corporation Tramway, Liverpool Corporation Tramways Extensions, 
Northampton Corporation Tramways, and Pontypridd Urban District 
Council Tramways .. és ee io - cs a 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [1.t.} (No. 59).—A 
Bill to confirm certain Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade 
under the Tramways Act, 1870, relating to Birkdale Urban District 
Couneil Tramways, Compton Urban District Council Tramways, Lea- 
mington Tramways, Royton Urban District Council Tramways, Swindon 
Corporation Tramways, and Wrexham District Tramways .. 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 3) Bill [H.L.] (No. 60).—A. 


Bill to confirm certain Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade 
under the Tramways Act, 1870, relating to Cheriton Urban District 
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Council Tramways, Colchester Corporation Tramways, Hyde Corporation 
Tramway, Littleborough Urban District Council Tramways, and Middle- 
ton and Chadderton (Local Authorities) Tramway. 


Was presented by the Earl of Hardwicke (for the Earl of sii 
read 1¢; to be printed ; and referred to the Examiners 


Thames and Severn Canal oe Order Bill.—Read 34 
(according to Order), and passed . : ; is - - ‘ 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill (No. 61); 
Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill. (No. 62.) ; Local 
Government Provisional Orders (Poor Law) Bill. (No. 63.); Local 
Government (Ireland) Provisional Order (No. 1) Bill. (No. 64.) ; Metro- 
politan Common Scheme (Ham) Provisional Order Bill. (No. 65.)— 
Brought from the Commons; read 1¢; to be printed ; and referred to 
the Examiners : ; 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


FISHERIES (SCOTLAND).—Nineteenth Annual Report of the Fishery Board for 
Scotland, for the Year 1900. Part I. - = 


EpucaTION COMMISSIONERS ([RELAND).— Annual Report for the Year 1900.. 


Evectric LIGHTING Acts, 1882 AND 1888.—Special Report by the Board of 
Trade under Section 1 of the Electric Lighting Act, 1888. (Newbury 
Electric Lighting Order, 1901.) ao ; . “% és 


SoutH Arrica—-Despatch by General Lord Kitchener, dated 8th March, 1901, 
relative to Military Operations in South Africa. Presented (by command), 
and ordered to lie on the Table ; = oe ne vr 


UNIVERSITIES (SCOTLAND) Act.—I. Annual Statistical Report by the Univer- 
sity Court of the University of St. Andrews to the Secretary for Scotland 
under the provisions of the Act, for the year 1899-1900. II. Abstracts of 
Accounts for the University of St. Andrews for the year ended 30th 
September, 1900, being the Annual Report on the state of the finances 
of the university under the provisions of the Act 


{NEBRIATES ACT, 1898.—Regulations for Visiting Committees of State Inebriate 
Reformatories in Ireland 


SUPERANNUATION.—Treasury Minute, dated 26th April, 1901, declaring that 
Frederick Hamilton, junior messenger in the Royal Irish Constabulary 
Office, was appointed without a civil service certificate through inad- 
vertence on the part of the head of his department. Laid before the House 
(pursuant to Act), and ordered to lieon the Table wo .. « 


Public Libraries Bill [1.L.].—Amendments on eibiiaieg to ee ; 
Bill to be read 3¢ on Thursday next 


Marriages Legalisation Bill [.L.].—House in Committee (according to 
Order) ; Bill reported without Amendment ; and re-committed to the 
Standing Committee 


House adjourned at twenty-five minutes before Five of the clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS: MONDAY, 6TH MAY, 1901. 
TooK THE OatH.—One other Member took and subscribed the Oath 


PRIVATE BiLL BUSINESS. 

PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO 
COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one 
of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bill, referred on the First Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
which are applicable thereto have been complied with, viz. :—Pier and 
Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill. Ordered, That the Bill be read a 


second time to-morrow 


Thames Deep Water Dock Bill. ae OrpveEr.]—Read the third time, 


and passed 


Devonport Corporation (Gas) Bill; Glasgow and Renfrew District 
Railway Transfer Bill; Long Eaton Gas Bill; Wells Corporation Water 
Bill. —As amended, considered ; to be read the third time me 


Aire and Calder Navigation Bill [Lords]; Aspatria, Silloth, and 
District Water Bill [Lords]; Bristol, Clifton, and West of England Zoo- 
logical Society Bill [Lords].—Read a second time, and committed 


Sheffield District Railway Bill [Lords]; Shields Bridge Bill [Lords]. 


—Read a second time, and committed 


LocaL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORpDeERS (No. 4).—Bill te confirm 
certain Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to 
Congleton (Rural), Kingsbridge, Liverpool, Middleton, Pudsey, and 
Tamworth, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Grant Lawson and Mr. 
Walter Long 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill.—‘“To confirm 
certain Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to 
Congleton (Rural), Kingsbridge, Liverpool, Middleton, Pudsey, and 
Tamworth,” presented accordingly, and read the first time ; to be referred 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. 


[Bill 167.] 


Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway (Various Powers) Bill ; Bingley 
Urban District Council Bill—Reported, with Amendments ; Reports 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed os “ a 


London County Council (General Powers) Bill.—R nen with 
Amendments ; Report to lie upon the Table ; * - 
Private Brits (Group K).—Ordered, That Henry Rowe Higgins do 
attend the Committee on Group K of Private Bills to-morrow, at half- 
past Eleven of the clock .. _ - a a 2 a Pe 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS— 
That they have agreed to Paisley Gas Provisional Order Bill, without 
Amendment. 
That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to empower the Lord 
Mayor, Aldermen, and Citizens of the City of Sheffield to execute 
certain street improvements and other works; to construct addi- 
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tional lines of tramways; to discontinue Fitzalan Market, and to 
reconstruct, enlarge, and improve certain existing markets and 
abattoirs; and for other purposes.” Sheffield Corporation Bill 
[Lords]. 

Also a Bill, intituled, ‘* An Act to confer further powers on the Sutton- 
in-Ashfield Urban District Council in relation to their water under- 
taking.’ Sutton-in-Ashfield Urban District (Water) Bill [Lords]. 

lso a Bill, intituled, ‘“‘ An Act to amend the Nitrate Railways Company, 
Limited (Conversion of Shares) Act, 1891.” Nitrate Railways 
Company Bill [Lords]. 

Also a Bill, intituled, “* An Act for incorporating and conferring powers 

on the Otley Gas Company.” Otley Gas Bill [Lords]. 

lso a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to extend the limits of supply of the Bath 
Gas Light and Coke Company; to authorise the raising of addi- 
tional capital ; and for other purposes.” Bath Gas Light and Coke 
Bill [Lords]. 

And also a Bill, intituled, ‘** An Act to empower the Mersey Docks and 
Harbour Board to enclose part of the foreshore of the River Mersey, 
and adjoining lands in the Borough of Birkenhead ; and for other 
purposes."” Mersey Docks and Harbour Board Bill [Lords]. 


Sheffield Corporation Bill [Lords]; Sutton-in-Ashfield Urban District 
(Water) Bill [Lords]; Nitrate Railways Company Bill [Lords]; Otley 
Gas Bill [Lords]; Bath Gas Light and Coke Bill [Lords] ; Mersey Docks 
and Harbour Board Bill [Lords].—Read the first time: and referred 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


PETITIONS. 
Acuart, Ram Dtat.—Petition of Ram Dial Achari, for redress of grievances : 
to lie upon the Table 


Coa Mines (EMPLOYMENT) BILL.—Petitions in favour, from Forfield ; Alsager’s 
Bank; Ford Green; Sneyd; Grange (Burslem): and Whiston Col- 
lieries ; to lie upon the Table 


COMPENSATION FOR DAMAGE TO Crops BILL.—Petition from Kineardine, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table 


Housinc oF WorKING CLASSES (REPAYMENT OF LOANS) BILL.—Petition from 
Manchester, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


Marriace With A Deckasep WiFr’s Sister BiLL.—Petition from Whitby and 
other places against ; to lie upon the Table 


Mines (Eicut Hours) Bi.t.—Petitions in favour, from Sneyd; Grange 
(Burslem) ; Forfield ; Ford Green ; Peneoed ; and Whiston Collieries 


Roman Catuoric UNIVERSITY IN IRELAND.—Petitions against establishment, 
from Cowdenbeath ; Jedburgh; Ayr; Inverkeithing ; and Stranraer ; 
to lie upon the Table .. : 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SUNDAY BiLL.—Petitions in favour, from 
Weaverthorpe; Fimber; Sledmere; Kelk; Manchester; Attercliffe : 
Warminster ; Branksome ; Child’s Hill; Holybourne ; Burnley ; Coz- 
geshall; Littlehampton; Newbury (two); Barmouth; Rushden ; 
Folkestone ; Wakefield ; Kingston-upon-Hull ; Southampton ; Dawlish ; 
Foulsham ; Treburley ; Launceston; Boyton; Teignmouth ; Boden- 
ham (three); Bishopstone; Blaenavon; Women’s Total Abstinence 
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Union ; Gateshead ; Liverpool ; Sheffield ; Wheatley Hill ; Guisborough; 
Winchester; Abergavenny; Todmorden; Stockport; Saltburn ; 


Hackney Road ; St. Just ; Bolton ; New Marske ; Bradfield ; Winsford ; 
Sowerby ; Woodfalls ; Frodingham ; Little Driffield ; Gembling : Naffer- 
ton; Hutton; Hutton Cranswick; Kilham; Ruston Parva; West 
Sutton ; Waddon ; Fovant ; Semley ; Winterbourne Gunner ; and Cold 
Ash ; to lie upon the Table .. os $a i as a st Te 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN BILL :— 

Petitions against, from Leith ; and Princes Risborough; to lie upon the 
Table. 

Petitions in favour, from Warminster ; Ilfracombe (two) ; Sheftield (two) ; 
Smallheath ; Hendon; Rivenhall; Tolleshunt D’Arcy; Great 
Totham ; Birmingham ; Brechin and Fordoun ; Blaenavon ; Kin- 
eardine ; and Trowbridge; to lie upon the Table .. ae . 28 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL.—Petitions in 
favour, from Fintray; Larkhall; Earlston; Applecross; Dunferm- 
line ; and North Knapdale (two) ; to lie upon the Table .. ‘a +s «4ae 


SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON ACCESSION BiLL.—Petition from Blaenavon against ; 
to lie upon the Table... ‘a $5 ise ¥ es - -. 0 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


EDUCATION (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of Annual Report of the Commis- 
sioners of Education in Ireland for the year 1900 [by Command] ; to lie 
(28 upon the Table Fe nxt ss ie es es a ee -. 130 
INEBRIATE REFORMATORIES (IRELAND) (RULES).—Copy presented, of Regula- 
tions for Visiting Committees of State Inebriate Reformatories in Ireland 
{by Act]; to lie upon the Table .. a ied - “ bs ~ veo 
ELectric LIGHTING Acts, 1882 AND 1&888.—Copy presented, of Special Report 
by the Board of Trade under Section (1) of the Electric Lighting Act, 
1888: Newbury Electric Lighting Order, 1901 ; [by Command] ; to lie 


2s upon the Table 730 

7 SUPERANNUATION Act, 1884.—Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 

(2s 26th April, 1901, declaring that Frederick Hamilton, Junior messenger 
in the Royal Irish Constabulary Office, was «ppointed without a Civil 

72y Service Certificate through inadvertence on the part of the Head of his 

> Department [by Act]; to lie upon the Table .. - 3 a .« <0 

7949 SoutH AFRICA (DESPATCHES).—Copy presented, of Despatch by General Lord 

= Kitchener, dated 8th March, 1901, relative to Military Operations in 
South Afriea [by Command]; to lie upon the Table .. “3 it .. 1730 

welt) . " . y 

“a CoLoNIAL Reports (ANNUAL).—Copy presented, of Colonial Reports, No. 
321 (Lagos, Annual Report for 1899) [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table a a Wa oe . es s aes =. i x. 30 

729 1 1 . 

ie Parer Lat Upon THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE Hovse.—Publie Records 
(Board of Trade).--Copy of Second Schedule containing a List and Par- 
ticulars of Classes of Documents which exist or accrue in the Office of the 


Registrar General of Shipping and Seamen (under the general superin- 

tendence and control of the Board of Trade) or which have been removed 

therefrom and deposited in the Public Record Office, but which are not 

considered of sufficient public value to justify their preservation therein 

[by Act] .. a a. ae ay os a ee ae He se TS 
e2 
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ELEMENTARY EpucATION (STANDARDS OF EXEMPTION).—Return ordered, ‘ of 
the number of School Boards and School Attendance Committees in 
which the standards for partial exemption are Standards II., ILI., IV., 
and V., and in which the standards for total exemption are respectively 
“tandards [V., V., VI., and VII., and also stating the number of School 
oards and School Attendance Committees which now do not recognise 
partial exemption (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 254, of 
Session 1891, and Parliamentary Paper, No. 91, of Session 1897). — 
(Mr. Ernest Gray) , 


QUESTIONS. 


Soutu AFRICAN WAr—-SIEGE OF KIMBERLEY—MINING COMPENSATION CLAIMS. 
—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, S.) ; Answer, The First Lord 
of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) a4 


Pieters’ Hitt—IRisu Fusitrers—PERSONAL EXPLANATION—Mr. Swirt Mac- 
NEILL.—Mr. Swift MacNeill. . 


JAMESON RAtipD—PoOsITION OF CHARTERED COMPANY.—Question, Mr. Alfred 
Davies (Carmarthen Boroughs) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the 
Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) 

GoLD PRopucTION IN THE TRANSVAAL.—Question, Mr. Black (Banffshire) , 
Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain ; 

New CONSTITUTION FOR THE ANNEXED REPUBLICS.—Question, Mr. Black ; 
Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain ; 

PAARDEBERG—LORD ROBERTS AND GENERAL KELLY-KENNY.—Question. Mr. 
Dillon (Mayo, E.); Answer, The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brod- 
rick, Surrey, Guildford) 

Borer PrRISONERS—FOREIGN MERCENARIES.—Questions, Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 
S.), Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.), Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answers, Mr. Brodrick 

TypHow Fever Statistics.—Question, Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, Ilke 
ston); Answer, Mr. Brodrick ; 

MILITIA AIDE-DE-CAMP TO THE COMMANDER-IN-CHIEF.— Question, Mr. Courtenay 
Warner ((Staffordshire, Lichfield) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 

Miuitia UntrorM.—Question, Mr. Courtenay Warner; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 

RoyaL GARRISON REGIMENTS.—Question, Mr. Courtenay Warner, Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick a 

MiLit1A NON-COMMISSIONED OFFICERS—PROMOTION.—Question, Mr. Freeman- 
Thomas (Hastings) ; Answer, The Financial Secretary to the War Office 
(Lord Stanley, Lancashire, Westhoughton) 

MILITIA GARRISON ARTILLERY REGIMENTS.—Question, Mr. Freeman-Thomas ; 
Answer, Lord Stanley 

Mark IV. BULLETs.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; Answer, 
Lord Stanley 

AnnuaL Army RETURNS.—Question, Sir John Colomb (Great Yarmouth) ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick 

Army RECRUITING.—Question, Mr. Pirie (Aberdeen, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Brod- 
rick be - a Re asa a és ab ee ais wa 
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Minitary Works Act, 1899, EXPENDITURE.—Question, Sir John Colomb ; 


Answer, Mr. Brodrick 
CANADIAN CONTINGENT IN SoutH AFrica.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick si a sie o : 
RETURN OF VOLUNTEERS.—Question, Mr. Schwann (Manchester, N.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick = os $5 we ae 
Army SERVICE OF CIVIL SERVANTS.—Question, Sir James Fergusson (Man- 
chester, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick ie és ‘3 s3 se 
JOHANNESBURG — GOVERNOR'S PROCLAMATION. — Question, Mr. Swift 
MacNeill ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick i ; : 
POSTMEN VOLUNTEERS.—Questions, Mr. William Johnston (Belfast, S.), and 
Sir Howard Vincent (Sheffield, Central) ; Answer, The Financial Secre- 
tary to the Treasury (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.) 
West ArFricaAN FrELD ForcE—MUTINEERS AT COOMASSIE.—Question, Mr. 
(Lough, Islington, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick es : 
f0YAL SMALL ARMS Factory, ENFIELD—LEAD PoIsonING.—Question, Mr. 
Weir ; Answer, Lord Stanley ‘3 =i i i? i 
SUMMER CRUISE OF THE CHANNEL SQUADRON.—Question, Mr. O'Doherty 
(Donegal, N.) ; Answer, The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold- 
Forster, Belfast, W.) ; as es - va 
PITCAIRN IsLANDS— Visits OF H.M. Suips.—Question, Colonel Williams (Dor- 
setshire, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster ns a - ze 
A. Division FLEET Reserve.—Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, 
Forest of Dean), and Mr. William Allan cregeasiide baci Mr. 
Arnold-Forster ; ; ‘ - 
CoLour OF H.M. Suips.—Question, Sir Charles Dilke ; Answer, Mr. Arnold- 
Forster ee 7 = om 
New Royat Yacut.—Question, Mr. William Allan; Answer, Mr. Arnold- 
Forster ; 
GOVERNORSHIP OF MApRAS.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill; Answer, The 
Secretary of State for India (Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) 
Cuina— ANTI-FOREIGN OUTBREAK—SENTENCE ON CHINESE LEADERS.— Question, 
Mr. Dillon ; Answer, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
(Viscount Cranborne, Rochester) s re re - a 


DisorDER IN CuI-L1.—Question, Mr. Dillon ; Answer, Viscount Cranborne ... 
ASSAULT ON Sir Ernest SaTow.—Question, Mr. Dillon ; Answer, Viscount 
Cranborne.. me a = - Ss Be oe = at 


CHINESE INDEMNITY—NeEw Customs Duty.—Question, Mr. Dillon ; Answer, 
Viscount Cranborne a oe : 


Russia AND MANCHURIA.—Questions, Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.), 
Mr. Swift MacNeill, Mr. Patrick O’Brien, and Mr. Flavin ; Answer, 
Viscount Cranborne , f " “ me a 


SECRET SOCIETIES IN THE YANG-TSZE ReGIon.—Question, Mr. Herbert Roberts 
(Denbighshire, W.) ; Answer, Viscount Cranborne - ha 
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KoreEa.— Question. Mr. James O'Kelly (Roscommon, N.) ; Answer, Viscount 
Cranborne Bs . _ eA : : 

Income TAX—QUARTERLY OR HALF-YEARLY PAYMENTS.—Question, Sir Man- 
cherjee Bhownaggree (Bethnal Green, N.E.); Answer, The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W.).. 

Joint Stock CAPITAL—SuGGESTED Duty oN DEBENTURE INVESTMENTS.— 
Question, Sir Mancherjee Bhownaggree ; Answer, Sir M. Hicks Beach 

LICENCE FEES TO AUCTIONEERS ON MILITARY SERVICE—Question, Mr. Steven- 
son (Suffolk, Eye) ; Answer, Sir M. Hicks Beach 

MERCANTILE MARINE AND NAVAL EXPENDITURE.—Question, Mr. James O'Kelly ; 
Answer, Sir M. Hicks Beach 

SOLDIERS’ AND SatLors’ RatLway PRIVILEGES.—Question, Captain Norton 
(Newington, W.); Answer, The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. 
Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) : 

ILLEGAL TRAWLING IN THE Firtu oF CLYDE.—Question, Mr. Catheart Wason 
(Orkney and Shetland) ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour 


MANNING OF THE MERCANTILE Marine—TuHe ‘“ Primrose HILt ’’—Questions, 
Mr. Joyce (Limerick), and Mr. William Redmond ; Answers, Mr. Gerald 
Balfour 

PREFERENTIAL RAILWAY Rates.—Questions, Sir Howard Vincent, and Mr. 
Bartley (Islington, N.); Answers, Mr. Gerald Balfour 

New Coat Duty—PAyMeEnT oF ForetiGN ConsuMeRS.—Questions, Mr. Horner 
(Lambeth, N.), Mr. D. A. Thomas (Merthyr Tydvil), and Sir Howard 
Vincent. Answers, Mr. Gerald Balfour .. , big Sas 2% ne 

OBSCENE Mutoscopic Picrures.—Question, Mr. Caine (Cornwall, Camborne) ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Ritchie, 
Croydon) ‘ 

VACCINATION—CONSCIENTIOUS OBJECTORS AT Diss.—Question, Mr. O'Mara 
(Kilkenny, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Ritchie 

VETERINARY DeparTMENT INspEcToRS.—Question, Mr. J. Wilson (Glasgow, 
St. Rollox); Answer, The President of the Board of Agriculture (Mr. 
Hanbury, Preston) ie 

PAUPER ALIEN OVERCROWDING IN East LoNDON.—Question, Mr. Thomas Dewar 
(Tower Hamlets, St. George’s); Answer, The President of the Local 
Government Board (Mr. Walter Long, Bristol, 8.) 


Sutton Poor Law ScHoots.—Question, Mr. Flower (Bradford, W.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Walter Long... bei - es me * ii a - 


MetropouitaNn AsyLuUMs Boarp.—Question, Mr. Lough; Answer, Mr. Walter 


Long 


Derpy Day AT SUTTON SCHOOLS.—Question, Mr. Caine; Answer, Mr. Walte1 
Long as , - 


New Customs Duties—PREVENTIVE OFFicers’ WAGES.—Question, Mr. Guesi 
(Plymouth) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain .. 


Post OFFIcE TELEGRAPHS—FINANCES.—Question, Mr. Henniker Heaton 
(Canterbury) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 
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SCHOOL ACCOMMODATION IN CHESHIRE.—Question, Mr Samuel Smith (Flint- 
shire); Answer, the Secretary to the Local Government Board (Mr. 
Grant Lawson, Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) 





Alp Grant TO VOLUNTARY SCHOOLS.—Question, Sir James Rankin (Hereford- 
shire, Leominster); Answer, Mr. Grant Lawson 


SHEEP BREEDING IN THE ISLAND OF Lewis.—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, The 
Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) 

CONGESTION IN THE ISLAND OF Lewis.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. A. 
Graham Murray 

INVERNESS-SHIRE DeER Forests.—Question, Mr. John Dewar (Inverness) , 
Answer, Mr. A. Graham Murray os 

NortH S&A FIsHertes CONVENTION—ScOTTISH West CoasT FISHERIES.— 
Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. A. Graham Murray 

Moray AND CLYDE FIsHERIES.—Question, Mr. Cathcart Wason ; Answer, Mr. 
A. Graham Murray 

Lanb PLACEs AT Locus, Lewis.—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, Mr. A. Graham 
Murray e 3 ps se o ¥ ‘i ws es es 

EVENING SCHOOL INSTRUCTION IN SCOTLAND.—Question, Dr. Macnamara, 
(Camberwell, N.); Answer, Mr. A. Graham Murray 

AYRSHIRE Prison VISITING COMMITTEE.—Question, Mr. Orr-Ewing (Ayr 
Burghs); Answer, Mr. A. Graham Murray .. sis he ie - 


Crom Farm, Lewis. —Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. A. Graham Murray 


LoucH Corrip DrainaGeE TRUSTEES—GALWAY WOOLLEN MILLS.—Question, 
Mr. Dillon; Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, 
Dover) 


Trinity CoLLece, DuBLin, ACCOUNTs.—Question, Mr. Dillon; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham 


Irish PRovINctIAL District REGISTRIES.—Question, Mr. O'Doherty ; Answer, 
The Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) 


(FAMBLING OFFICES IN BELFAST.—Question, Mr. William Johnston ; Answer, 
Mr. Atkinson 


GuN Licences IN IRELAND.—Questions, Mr. Cullinan — rary, S.), and Mr. 
Flavin ; Answers, Mr. W yndham Je 


BALLYCONNELL AND BALLINAMORE CANAL.—Question, Mr. M’Govern (Cavan, 
W.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


INFLAMMATORY PLACARDS AT THOMASTOWN.—Question, Mr. O'Mara; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham . 


{risH GRANTS-IN-AID.—Question, Mr. Tully ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham .. 


[nisH Poor Law Orricers.—Question, Mr. Tully ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham. . 


ANNALLY Estate, County CLARE.—Question, Mr. William Redmond ; Answer, 


Mr.. Wyndham 


Cookstown Poiice Force.—Question, Mr. Doogan (Tyrone, E.); Answer, 


Mr. Wyndham a 
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CoOKSTOWN ORANGE RioTs.—Questions, Mr. Doogan, and Mr. Flavin ; Answers, 


Mr. Wyndham 
IRisH INDUSTRIAL ScHOOLS.—Question, Mr. Cullinan; Answer, Mr. Wynd- 
ham ‘ 
MOoUNTNUGENT INTIMIDATION CASE.—Question, Mr. M‘Govern; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham + - as - 
Irish INTERMEDIATE EpucaTion Boarp—Lapy EXAMINERS.—Question, Mr. 
M‘Fadden; Answer, Mr. Wyndham . 
PortTNoo Pier, County DonecaL.—Question, Mr. Boyle (Donegal, W.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham is ive os jn ifs 
Birr AND PorTUMNA RaILWay.—Question, Mr. Roche (Galway, E.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham a Ss $3 is 


River Burren DratNaGE.—Question, Mr. Hammond (Carlow); Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham re 3 


Irish LAND ComMIssIONn’s DELAYsS.—Question, Mr. M‘Govern; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham 34 a 


EMIGRATION FROM MUNSTER.—Question, Dr. Ambrose (Mayo, W.); Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham € 7 a 


OMAGH Barracks.—Question, Mr. Murnaghan (Tyrone, Mid); Answer, 
Lord Stanley . - bi é 


THE [MpRISONMENT OF Mr. M‘Hucu, M.P.—Questions, Mr. Patrick O'Brien, 
Mr. Delany, Mr. William Redmond, andl Mr. Flavin; Answers, Mr. 
Ritchie and Mr. Wyndham - * - . 


STRANORLAR AND GLENTIES aiiadiiisthieaiien. 5 Mr. O'Doherty ; Answer, 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain bs 


Dusuin Post OFFice SortiInG STAFF.—Question, Mr. Patrick O'Brien ; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


GLENTIES (DONEGAL) Maits.—Question, Mr. Boyle; Answer, Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain ‘ ss 5 a 


KittaLa Bay Licnts.—Question, Mr. Conor O’Kelly (Mayo, N.); Answer, 
Mr. Gerald Balfour ‘ ie o i + 


Duke AnD Ducuess oF CORNWALL AND YORK—TITLE OF PRINCE AND PRINCESS 
oF WALES.—Question, Sir George Newnes (Swansea); Answer, The 
First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) .. 


TWELVE 0’'CLOCK RULE—PRoPOsED SUSPENSION.—Question, Mr. Heywood 
Johnstone (Sussex, Horsham); Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


Scottish ScHooL Board FRANCHISE.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. 
A. J. Balfour oi ; - - , 


MunicipaL TRADING.—Question, Mr. Cohen (Islington, E.); Answer, Mr. 
A. J. Balfour ‘ 


BusINEss OF THE House.—Questions, Dr. Farquharson (Aberdeenshire, W.) 
and Sir Henry Campbell-Bannerman anand Burghe) ; Answers, Mr. 
A. J. Balfour - si be - 
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WAYS AND MEANS [18TH ApriL] REPORT.—Order read, for resuming 
adjourned debate on Question [2nd May], ‘‘ That this House doth agree 
with the Committee in the resolution— 


COAL. 


‘“ That there shall be charged on and after the nineteenth day of, April 
nineteen hundred and one, the following Customs export duty on coal :— 


Coal (including culm, coke, cinders, and manufactured £ sa & 
fuel), per ton .. > O0 F 0? 


Question again proposed. 


Debate resumed. 
Sir Edward Grey (Northumberland, Berwick) 
The President of the Board “f Trade ahi Gerald Balfour, Teall 
Central) : : 
Mr. Russell Rea (Gloucester) : 
Mr. Lowe (Birmingham, Edgbaston) 
Mr. Joseph Walton (Yorkshire, W.R., Barnsley) 
Mr. John Wilson (Falkirk Burghs) 
Mr. J. Acron Thomas (Glamorganshire, Gower) 
Mr. Fenwick (Northumberland, Wansbeck) 
Mr. Chaplin (Lincolnshire, Sleaford) es os 
Mr. William Abraham (Glamorganshire, Rhondda) 
Mr. Lambton (Durham, S.E.) 
Mr. Asquith (Fifeshire, FE.) .. ss 3 zs Ks 3 
The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 


Question put. 

The House divided :—Ayes, 333; Noes, 227. (Division List No. 171.) 

Ordered, That it be an Instruction to the Gentlemen appointed to bring 
in a Bill upon the Resolutions reported from the Committee of Ways 
and Means on the 29th day of April last, and then agreed to by the 
House, that they do make provision therein pursuant to the said 
Xesolution.—(Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 


Finance Bill.—‘‘ To grant certain duties of Customs and Inland Revenue, 
to alter other duties, and to amend the law relating to Customs and 
Inland Revenue and the National Debt, and to make other provision 
for the financial arrangements of the year,” presented, and read the 
first time; to be read a second time upon Thursday, and to be 
printed. [Bill 168.] 


Adjourned at ten minutes before One of the clock. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: TUESDAY, 7ruH MAY, 1901. 





EarL oF DonovUGHMORE— made from the Lord 
Chancellor, that the right of Richard Walter John, Earl of Donoughmore, 
and Arthur Kenlis, Baron Farnham, to vote at the elections of Repre- 
sentative Peers for Ireland has been established to the satisfaction of the 
Lord Chancellor ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 

The Lord Chancellor acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificate from the Examiners that the 
further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have been com- 
plied with : Gateshead and District Tramways. ‘The same were ordered 
to lie on the Table 


STANDING OrpERS CoMMITTEES.— Report from, That the Standing Orders not 
complied with in respect of the London United Tramways Bill ought to 
be dispensed with, provided that the powers to construct Tramways Nos. 
2, 2a, 3, 3a, 4, 4A, 5, 5a, 6, Ga, 7, 7a, 7B, 8, 16, 17, 18, and 18a be 
struck out of the Bill. Read and agreed to 


City and NorthEast Suburban Electric homer 4 Bill [#.1.].— 
Petition of Messrs. Hollams, Sons, Coward, and Hawksley, of Mincing 
Lane, in the City of London, solicitors praying for leave to present a 
petition of the trustees of the Wesleyan Methodist Missionary Society, 
praying to be heard by counsel against the Bill, although the time limited 
by Standing Order No. 92 for presenting such petition has expired ; read, 
and ordered to lie upon the Table; and Standing Order No. 92 to be 
considered on Thursday next in order to its being dispensed with 


South Western and Isle of Wight Junction Railway Bill [1.1.|.— 
The King’s consent signified ; and Bill reported from the Select Com- 
mittee with Amendments 


Central London Railway (No. 2) Bill [1.:.|—Committed 


Dover Harbour Bill [1...]—Report from the Select Committee, That 
the Committee had not proceeded with the consideration of the Bill, no 
parties having appeared in opposition thereto ; read, and ordered to lie 
on the Table ; the orders made on the &th of March and Tuesday last 
discharged ; and the Bill committed 


Bolton Corporation Bill [1.v.].—Report from the Select Committee, 
That the Committee had not proceeded with the consideration of the Bill, 
no parties having appeared in opposition thereto ; read, and ordered to 
lie on the Table ; the orders made on the &th of March and Tuesday last 
discharged ; and Bill committed 


Heywood and Middleton Water Board Bill [1.1.]; Rughy Water 
and Improvement Bill [u.L.]; Elland Gas Bill [H.L.] ; Lowestoft Corpora- 
tion Bill [u.L.] ; Wolverhampton and Cannock Chase Railway Bill ; Great 
Northern Railway Bill ; Midland Railway Bill—Report from the Com- 
mittee of Selection, That the Lord Saye and Sele be proposed to the House 
as a member of the Select Committee on the said Bills in the place of the 
Lord Penrhyn ; read, and agreed to 


Colwyn Bay and seca Urban District Gas Bill.—Read 24, and 


committed 


Cork, Blackrock, and a. a Bill eae Qa 


(according to ( Inde -T) 


London (City) School for Orphans of Freemen Bill icon omer 34, 


and passed, and sent to the Commons 


Thames Deep Water Dock Bill. ee 4 from the Commons; read 
1¢, and referred to the Examiners oe 
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Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 11) Bill [n.1.] (No. 66).— 
A Bill to confirm certain Provisional Orders made by the Board of 
Trade under the Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 and 1888, relating to 
Bromsgrove, Goole, Ilkley, Lyndhurst, the extension of the area of supply 
of the Midland Electric Corporation for Power Distribution (Limited), 
Northwood and Ruislip, Rickmansworth, Rishton, Great Harwood, and 
Clayton-le-Moors and Warwick 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 12) Bill [1.L.] (No. 67).— 
A Bill to confirm certain Provisional Orders made by the Board of 
Trade under the Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 and 1888, relating to 
Lewisham and Penge. 

Were presented by the Earl of Hardwicke (for the Earl of Dudley) 
read 1“; to be printed ; and referred to the Examiners bs 


TRAMWAYS (CONSENTS OF LocAL AUTHORITIES).—Petition against amendment 
of Standing Order No 22; of Westminster Corporation ; read, and 
ordered to lie on the Table... 


PRESENCE OF THE SOVEREIGN IN PARLIAMENT.—The evidence taken before the 
Select Committee from time to time to be printed for the use of Members 
ot the Committee ; but no copies thereof to be delivered except to Members 
of the Committee until further order — .. - Ep is ss 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND).—Report of the Committee of Council on Education 
in Scotland ; with Appendix, 1900-1901 


Trabe Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—No. 2588. Turkey (Vilayets of Trebizond 


and Sivas); No. 2589. Denmark (Faroe Islands) ; No. 2590. Stockholm 
and Eastern Coast of Sweden. Presented (by command), and ordered to 
lie on the Table 


PRISONS (ENGLAND AND WaALes) (VISITING CoMMITTEES).—Rules approved 
by the Secretary of State for the Home Department under the Prison 
Acts, 1877 and 1898, with respect to the constitution of the Visiting 
Committee of Hull Prison 


PusLic Recorps (BoArRD OF TRADE: GENERAL REGISTER AND RECORD OFFICE 
OF SHIPPING AND SEAMEN).—Second Schedule containing a list and parti- 
culars of classes of documents which exist or accrue in the office of the 
Registrar-General of Shipping and Seamen (under the general superin- 
tendence and control of the Board of Trade), or which have been 
removed therefrom and deposited in the Public Record Office, but which 
are not considered of sufficient public value to justify their preservation 
in the Public Record Office. Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), 
to lie on the Table an ‘ an er 


House adjourned at twenty-five minutes before 
Five of the clock to Thursday. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS: TUESDAY, 7rH MAY, 1901. 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Omagh Gas Bill [Lords] [By Orper]—[Snconp ReEAprnG].—Order for 
Second Reading read. 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“That the Bill be now read a second time.” 
Mr. Murnaghan (Tyrone, Mid} 
Mr. O'Doherty (Donegal, N.) 
Amendment proposed— 
“To leave out the word ‘ now,’ and at the end of the Question to 
add the words * upon this day six months.’ ’—(Mr. Murnaghan.) 


Question proposed, “* That the word * now ’ stand part of the Question.” 


Discussion :— 
Mr. Rentoul (Down, E.) 
Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, Ilkeston) 
Sir James Haslett (Belfast, N.) 
Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 8.) 
Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) 


Question put. 
The House dvided :—Ayes, 184; Noes, 170. (Division List No. 172.) 


Main Question put, and agreed to. Bill read a second time, and committed. 


Private Bitts (STANDING ORDER 63 COMPLIED wWiITH).—Mr. Speaker 
laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills, That, in the case of the following Bill, referred on the First 
Reading thereof, Standing Order No. 63 has been complied with, viz. :— 
London United Tramways Bill. Ordered, That the Bill be read a 


time second 


Private Bis [Lorps] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 
INTO COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from 
one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which 
are applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz. :—Albion Steam Coal 
Company Bill {Lords}; Chester Gas Bill [Lords] ; Royal Exchange 
Assurance Bill [Lords].—Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time 


Private Bits (PETITION FOR ADDITIONAL PROVISION) (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report 
from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case 
of the Petition for additional Provision in the following Bill, the Standing 
Orders have not been complied with, viz. :—Stalybridge, Hyde, Mossley, 
and Dukinfield Tramways and Electricity Board Bill. Ordered, That the 
Report be referred to the Select Committee on Standing Orders - 


Derwent Valley Water Board Bill — CONSENT SIGNIFIED).— 
Read the third time, and passed ‘ , - ee 
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Newry Port and Harbour Trust Bill—Read the third time, and 
passed : 


North British thetdene Bill; Tendring Hundred Water Bill.—As 


amended, considered ; to be read the third time 


West Cumberland Electric meeiiedl Bill - ORDE 0), —Read a 
second time, and committed B 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. y Bill.— Read a 
second time, and committed ee 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDERS Ato. 5),—Bal to confirm 
certain Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to 
Halifax and Sowerby Bridge, Lytham, Middleton, Newark, Ripon, and 
Torquay, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Grant Lawson and Mr. Long. 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill.-—‘“To confirm 
certain Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating te 
Halifax and Sowerby Bridge, Lytham, Middleton, Newark, Ripon, and 
Torquay,” presented, and read the first time ; to be referred to the Ex- 
aminers of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 169] .. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL OrRpeERS (No. 6).—Bill to confirm 
certain Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to 
Bridport, Chepping-Wycombe, Marlborough, Wakefield, and the county 
of West Sussex, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Grant Lawson and Mr. 
Long. 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill.—‘‘To confirm 
certain Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to 
Bridport, Chepping-Wycombe, Marlborough, Wakefield, and the county 
of West Sussex,’ presented, and read the first time ; to be referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions of Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 170.] .. 


ComMMONS REGULATION AND INCLOSURE (SKIPWITH) PROVISIONAL ORDER.— 
Bill to confirm a Provisional Order under the Inclosure Acts, 1845 to 
1882, for the regulation of Skipwith Common, in the parish of Skipwith, 
in the county of York, and a Provisional Order under the said Acts for 
the inclosure of the Common Fields in the same Parish, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Hanbury and Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 


Commons Regulation and Inclosure (Skipwith) Provisional Order Bill. 
—‘ To confirm a Provisional Order under the Inclosure Acts, 1845 to 
1882, for the regulation of Skipworth Common, in the parish of Skipwith, 
in the county of York, and a Provisional Order under the said Acts for 
the inclosure otf the Common Fields in the same parish,” presented, and 
read the first time; to be referréd to the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 171.] .. 


INCLOSURE (SUTTON) PROVISIONAL OrpDER.—Bill to confirm a Provisional 
Order under the Inclosure Acts of 1845 to 1882, for the inclosure of the 
Open Fields, Heath, and Wastes in the parish of Sutton, in the county of 
Northampton, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Hanbury and Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain. 


Inclosure (Sutton) Provisional Order Bill.—‘“'To confirm a Pro- 
visional Order under the Inclosure Acts, 1845 to 1882, for the inclosure 
of the Open Fields, Heath, and Wastes in the parish of Sutton, in the 
county of Northampton,” presented, and read the first time ; to be referred 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 
172.] 
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Fairford and Cirencester Railway Bill.—Ordered, That the Minutes 
of Evidence taken before the Select Committee on the Swindon and Chel- 
tenham Extension Railway Bill in Session 1881 be referred to the Select 
Committee on the Fairford and Cirencester Railway Bill. —(Vr. Caldwell.) 


STANDING Orpers.—Resolutions reported from the Committee :—(1) ‘“ That 
in the case of the Winsford Urban District (Gas Transfer, etc.) Petition, the 
Standing Orders ought to be dispensed with :—That the parties be per- 
mitted to proceed with their Bill ” ; (2) ‘* That, in the case of the Brighton 
Corporation Bill, Petition for dispensing with Standing Order 129 in the 
case of the Petition of the ‘ Brighton, Hove, and District Iromongers’ 
Association and others against the Bill, the said Standing Order ought 
to be dispensed with.” Resolutions agreed to 


Cleveland and Durham County Electric Power Bili.—Keported, 
with Amendments ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed ss 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS :-— 

That they have agreed to Thames and Severn Provisional Order Bill. 
without Amendment. 

That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “* An Act to confer further powers 
upon the City and South London Railway Company ; for the raising 
of capital ; and for other purposes.”’ City and South London Railway 
Bill | Lords]. 

And also a Bill, intituled, “* An Act to authorise the Mersey Docks and 
Harbour Board to construct an additional branch dock in connection 
with their Canada Dock ; and for other purposes.” Mersey Docks 
and Harbour Board (Canada Dock Works, ete.) Bill [Lords] .. 


City and South London Railway Bill |Lords|; Mersey Docks and 
Harbour Board (Canada Dock Works, Ete.) Bill [Lords ].—Read the first 
time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills i 


PETITIONS. 


Caurcu DrscipLine.—-Petition from Bolton, for alteration of Law ; to lie upon 
the Table 


Caurcu DiscipLine BILL.—Petition from Salisbury, against ; to lie upon the 
Table 

Coat Mines (EMPLOYMENT) BILL.—Petitions in favour, from Norley ; Pem- 
berton ; Orrell ; and Silverdale ; to lie upon the Table 

ELEMENTARY EpucaTIon (HIGHER GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUATION SCHOOLS). 
—Petitions for alteration of Law, from Reading ; Kirkheaton ; and Bolton : 
to lie upon the Table 


LICENSING (SALE OF INTOXICATING LiQuoRS).—Petition from Orkney, for 
alteration of Law; to lie upon the Table 


LocaL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUATION BILt.—Petitions in favour. 
from London ; and Vaynor and Penderyn ; to lie upon the Table 


Mines (Eigur Hours) Bitt.—Petitions in favour, from Pemberton ; Norley : 
Orrell ; Pencoed ; Park House ; Llwyndu and Craigola ; Mynydd Newydd 
Gwannelawdd ; Clydach ; Crown Lodge ; Abercrave ; Ystradgunlais (two) 
and Deep Pit Collieries ; to lie upon the Table 


Pusiic Worsuip RecuLatTion Act (1874) AMENDMENT BILL.—Petition from 
Salisbury, against ; to lie upon the Table 
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RoMAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY IN [RELAND.—Petitions against establishment, 
from Hawick ; and Glasgow ; to lie upon the Table 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SUNDAY BILL.—Petitions in favour, from 
Ropley ; Basingstoke ; St. John’s Wood ; Ashby-de-la-Zouch ; Ecclesall ; 
Kingston-upon-Hull ; Clapham Park ; Neweastle-on-Tyne ; Oakenshaw- 
cum-Woodlands ; Liseard ; Clevedon ; Alresford ; Hull ; Felixstowe (two) ; 
Southport ; Balsall Heath ; Broughton ; East Grinstead ; South Molton ; 
Chudleigh ; Weardale ; Frosterley ; Callington ; Helstone ; Synod of the 
Presbyterian Church of England ; Reigate ; Wheatley Hill; Bossinney ; 
Guisborough ; St. Helens ; Allington ; Mablethorpe ; Exeter ; Burnham ; 
Arthur Galsworthy and others ; Chalford; Stonebroom; Harringay ; 
Chailey ; Thirsk ; Bicester ; Tynemouth ; Allerton ; Beswick ; Lockington ; 
Hempnall; Midhurst (two); Wincanton; Sheffield (three); Street : 
Prees ; Liversedge ; Wick; Hampstead Norris; Kegworth ; Wickham 


Heath ; Stebb Cross; Langton; R. K. Postlethwaite; Clifton (two) ; 


Newbury (two); Great Shefford; Crane Moor; Shap; Chichester ; 
Dudley (two); Bampton Grange; Bath; Ambleside; Helton (two) ; 
Cliburn; Askham; Neweastle (two); Penruddock ; Shildon (three) ; 
Lightcliffe ; Heckmondwike ; Driffield ; Beeford ; Garton-on-the-Wolds ; 
Wetwang; Sunderland (five); Lydney; Bream; South Lyncombe ; 
Dedham; Ilchester; Middlesbrough; Willington Quay; Littlehampton ; 
Ilkeston ; Milton; Sittingbourne; Rainham; Barnton; East Dulwich 
(two) ; Portsmouth (two) ; Morland ; Gosforth ; Newbiggin ; Watermillock ; 
New Shildon ; Birmingham ; Tunstall ; Falmouth ; Purton (two) ; Hather- 
ton; Harpurhey ; Crewe ; New Mills; Woore; Hanley; Ashton; Smeth- 
wick (two); Loughborough; Pontefract; Barnoldswick; Farnhill ; 
Sedbergh ; Stockton-on-Tees ; Watchet; Swanage (two); Pardshaw : 
Manchester ; Hereford ; Kington ; Llangrove ; South Marston ; Mytholm- 
royd; Lydgate; Dethick ; Bingley ; Patterdale ; Keswick ; Plumpton ; 
Penrith (five); Wigton ; Langtree ; Rowden; and Peter’s Marland ; to 
lie upon the Table 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LiQuoRS TO CHILDREN BILL.— 

Petition from Haslingden, against ; to lie upon the Table. 

Petitions in favour, from Orkney; Clevedon; Deptford ; Portsmouth ; 
Stanghow; City Road; Hampstead; Arlesey; Carlisle; Ivybridge ; 
Newton-in-Makerfield ; Hebburn Quay; Sheffield; Larkhall; Hudders- 
field; Rainham ; and Ilkeston ; to lie upon the Table - : 

SALE oF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL.—Petitions in 
favour, from Balmaghie ; Minnigaff ; Leith ; Forglen (two); and Port- 
patrick ; to lie upon the Table 

SOVEREIGN’S OatTH oN AccESsION BILL.—Petitions against, from Middles- 
brough ; Hornsey ; and South Molton ; to lie upon the Table 


WorKMEN’s COMPENSATION AcT (1897) AMENDMENT (No. 2) BILL.—Petition 
of the Mining Association of Great Britain, against ; to lie upon the Table .. 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


INEBRIATE REFORMATORIES (IRELAND) (RULES).—Return [presented 6th May] 
to be printed. [No. 158.] - 


EpucaTIon (SCOTLAND).—Copy presented, of Report of the Committee of 
Council on Education in Scotland, with Appendix, 1900-1901 [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table s% a s = 
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Prisons (ENGLAND AND WALEsS).—Copy presented, of Rules approved by the 
Secretary of State for the Home Department with respect to the con- 


stitution of the Visiting Committee of Hull Prison [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table nid 


Evictions (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of Return of the number of Evictions 
in Ireland for the quarter ended 31st March, 1901 [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table x a s , “ ks és % = 

TRUSTEE SaviINGs BANKS REGULATIONS.—Copy presented, of the Savings Banks 
(Investment) Regulations, 1901, dated 4th April, 1901 [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table - oS 7” 4 - = - i “i 

SUPERANNUATIONS.—Copy presented, of Treasury Warrant, dated Ist May, 
1901, declaring that for the due and efficient discharge of the duties of 
the office of Accountant Auditors on the Staff of the Local Government 
Board professional or other peculiar qualifications not ordinarily to be 
acquired in the Publie Service are requisite [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 

TrapeE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).——Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2588 to 2590 [by Command]; 
to lie upon the Table 


QUESTIONS. 

Soutn Arrica—JAMeson Raib.—Question, Mr. Alfred Davies (Carmarthen 
Boroughs) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. 
Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) 

LinpLey [NQuIRY.—Question, Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, South Molton) : 
Answer, The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford) 

AMERICAN CHARITABLE RELIEF FOR NON-COMBATANTS.—Question, Mr. O’ Dowd 
(Sligo, 8.) Answer, Mr. Brodrick 

GENERAL COLVILE.—Questions, Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, S.) ; Answers, 
Mr. Brodrick 

Camps OF CONCENTRATION.—Questions, Mr. John Ellis (Nottinghamshire, 
Rusheliffe) and Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) ; Answers, Mr. Brodrick 

Secret DocUMENTS AND THE CABINET.—Questions, Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint 
Boroughs) and Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.) ; Answers, Mr. Brodrick 

RETURN OF THE VOLUNTEERS AND YEOMANRY.—Question, Sir Samuel Scott 
(Marylebone, W.); Answer, Mr. Brodrick 

TAXATION OF TRANSVAAL GOLD MINEs.—Question, Mr. Black (Banffshire) ; 
Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 

BRABANT'S Horse aT Dorprecut.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick 

CoLOUR-SERGEANT Der, Ist VOLUNTEER BATTALION DuRHAM LIGHT INFANTRY. 
—()uestion, Mr. Conor O'Kelly (Mayo, N.) ; Answer, The Financial Secre- 
tary to the War Office (Lord Stanley, Lancashire, Westhoughton) . 

TracTION ENGINES FOR SouTH AFrica.—Question, Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 3.) ; 
Answer, Lord Stanley’ - be in ds - ” ae ins 


MILITIA—STATISTICS.—Question, Mr. Courtenay Warner (Staffordshire, Lich- 
field) ; Answer, Lord Stanley 
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REGIMENTAL CANTEEN CONTRACTS.—Question, Mr. Courtenay Warner ; Answer, 
Lord Stanley 


RoyaL ARMy CLOTHING DEPARTMENT—OVERTIME.—Question, Captain Norton 
(Newington, W.); Answer, Lord Stanley he rr ‘is ‘<i és 


Army ORGANISATION—BARRACK ACCOMMODATION.—Question, Mr. Freeman- 
Thomas (Hastings) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 
Liquor TRAFFIC IN SouTH AFRICA.—Question, Mr. Herbert Roberts (Denbigh- 
shire, W.) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain - 
Navy—Water-Tuse Botters—THe Royan Yacut.—Question, Mr. William 
Allan (Gateshead) ; Answer, The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold- 
Forster, Belfast, W.) . 
H.M.S. ‘ Casar.”’-—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill; Answer, Mr. Arnold- 
Forster $3 7 
Cuina—Russta AND MANcutUrIA.—Question, Mr. William Redmond (Clare, 
EK.) ; Answer, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Viscount 
Cranborne, Rochester) 
GREAT BRITAIN AND GERMANY IN CHINA.—Question, Mr. William Redmond ; 
Answer, Viscount Cranborne 
AUSTRALIAN COMMONWEALTH—GOVERNOR’S SALARY.—Question, Mr. Swift 
MacNeill ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain .. a din 8 a fe 
INDIAN RAILWAYS—AMERICAN LOCOMOTIVES.—Question, Sir Alfred Hickman 
(Wolverhampton, W.) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for India (Lord 
G. Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) 4 Zs ve 
InptaN Army ESTABLISHMENT.—Question, Mr. Cremer (Shoreditch, Hagger- 
ston) ; Answer, Lord G. Hamilton 
AMERICAN LOCOMOTIVES ON EaypTIAN RAILWAYs.—Question, Sir Alfred Hick- 
man; Answer, Viscount Cranborne 
Coan Mines anp Income Tax, Etc.—Question, Sir James Joicey (Durham, 
Chester-le-Street) ; Answer, The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. 
Hicks Beach, Bristol, W.) ‘ 
Coa, Duty—INcCIDENCE IN THE THREE KINGpoMS.—Question, Mr. Herbert 
Lewis; Answer, Sir M. Hicks Beach 
Parent Fuet.—Question, Mr. Brynmor Jones (Swansea District) ; Answer, 
Sir M. Hicks Beach 
Income Tax Depuctions.—Question, Sir Alfred Hickman ; Answer, Sir M. 
Hicks Beach 
GLUCOSE AND SuGAR Duty.—Question, Mr. Warr (Liverpool, Toxteth) ; Answer, 
Sir M. Hicks Beach.. : = = 
SIGNALLING STATIONS ON ‘TUSKAR AND THE FASTNET.—Question, Mr. Charles 
M’Arthur (Liverpool, Exchange) ; Answer, The President of the Board of 
Trade (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) 
Raipway Rares FOR CycLes.—Question, Sir Howard Vincent (Sheffield, 
Central) ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour 


MERCANTILE MARINE—ENGAGEMENTS OF CREWS ON MONTHLY ARTICLES.— 
Question, Mr. Joyce (Limerick) ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour 
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SEAMEN AND THE WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION AcT.—Question, Mr. Joyce ; 
Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour 


SHEEP ScaB PREVENTION.—Question, Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) : Answer, 
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Vice-President of the Board of Education (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge Uni- 
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East HoLyweLL VOLUNTARY ScCHOOLS.—Question, Mr. Gray (West Ham, 
N.) ; Answer, Sir J. Gorst : , : 

EVENING CONTINUATION SCHOOL CopE.—Question, Mr. Alfred Hutton (York- 
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Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Austen Chamber- 
lain, Worcestershire, E.) , 
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Graham Murray 
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Crom Farm, Lewis.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. A. Graham Murray 

ScoTTISH CROFTERS AcT.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, The First Lord of 
the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) .. 

JRISH STATIONERY OFFICE CONTRACTS.—Question, Mr. O'Doherty (Donegal, 
N.); Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 

DuNGIVEN Post Orrice—Loss oF Letrers.—Question, Mr. O'Doherty ; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 

QuIGLEY’s Pornt Post Orrice—Loss oF LETTER.—Question, Mr. O'Doherty ; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 

LocaL ReGIsTRATION OF TITLE (IRELAND) ACT.—Questions, Mr. O'Doherty ; 


Answers, The Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, 
N.) 

CAVAN AND Leitrim RAILWAY—MAIL ConTRACTs.—Question, Mr. M‘Govern 
(Cavan, W.); Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 

Antrim MAGIsTracy.—Questions, Mr. M‘Fadden, Mr. Swift MacNeill, and 
Mr. O'Doherty ; Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, 
Dover) 

LABOURERS’ COTTAGES AT THURLES. —Question, Mr. Kendal O’Brien ae rary, 
Mid); Answer, Mr. Wyndham 

CavaN AND BELTURBET MAILS.—Question, Mr. M’Govern ; Answer, Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain 

Case OF WILLIAM GUBBINS OF CLONMANY.—Question, Mr. O'Doherty ; Answer, 
Mr. Atkinson 


IRISH RAILWAY SysTEM.—Questions, Mr. Field, and Mr. John Redmond (Water- 
ford) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


Royat Irish CoNsTABULARY—INQUIRY.—Questions, Mr. Field, Mr. Tully, Mr. 
Flynn (Cork, N.) and Mr. O'Doherty ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


Irish EMIGRATION.—Question, Dr. Ambrose (Mayo, W.); Answer, Mr. Wynd- 
ham 


Weicnts and Measures Act IN IRELAND.—Question, Mr. Conor O'Kelly , 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


PRIVATE BusiNEss—PRropOosED COMMITTEE.—Question, Colonel Lucas (Suffolk, 
Lowestoft) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 
LiverPpooL ScHoot Board AND THE COCKERTON JUDGMENT.—Questions, Mr. 
Warr (Liverpool, Toxteth), and Mr. Herbert Lewis ; Answers, Mr. A. J. 
Balfour : ie ; ae ny ; 
ArMy RE-ORGANISATION DEBATE.—Question, Captain Norton ; Answer, Mr. 
J. Balfour 


Boarp oF TRADE VoTe.—Question, Mr. Joyce ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


ORDERS OF THE Day—ReporT OF SuppLy.—Question, Mr. Herbert Lewis ; 
Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES).—Mr. Halsey reported from the Committee 


of Selection, That they had added to the Standing Committee on Law 
and Courts of Justice and Legal Procedure the following fifteen Members 
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in respect of the Education (Young Children School Attendance) (Scotland) 
Bill :—Mr. Baird, Mr. Cochrane, Colonel Denny, Mr. John Dewar, Sir 
William Houldsworth, Sir John Leng, Sir Lewis M‘Iver, Sir John Stirling- 
Maxwell, Mr. Orr-Ewing, Mr. Renshaw, Mr. Robson, Captain Sinclair, 
Mr. Pirie, Mr. Thomas Shaw, and Mr. Tennant. Report to lie upon the 
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NEW BILLS. 
EDUCATION :— 
Introduction :— 
The Vice-President of the Board ‘ai Education (Sir J.Gorst, Cambridge 
University) : : ss : re os -» 970 
Discussion :— 
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Dr. enn (( ake well, N. ) a 993 
Sir Richard Jebb (Cambridge University) - se ~ .. 999 
Mr. Yoxall ( Nottingham, W.) ae Be a ss Se .. 1000 
Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, E.) os a ae .. 1003 
Mr. Whitley (Halifax) es = is sé se ‘6 .. 1004 
Bill to make provision for and confer certain powers on local education 
authorities in England and Wales, ordered to be brought in by Sir 
John Gorst, Mr. Balfour, and Mr. Walter Long. 
Education Bill.—“To make provision for and confer certain powers on 
local education authorities in England and Wales,” presented accordingly, 
and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Monday, 20th 
May, and to be printed. [Bill 173. | 
EVENING SITTING. 
INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS (IRELAND) :— 
Mr. O'Mara (Kilkenny, 8.) es ty sya ae a .. 1005 
Mr. Cullinan (Tipperary, S.) - ae ae aie 1009 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 
‘That in the opinion of this House, the Circular issued by the 
Lord Lieutenant, in October, 1898, has seriously interfered with the 
usefulness of the Industrial Schools, and ought to be withdrawn.’’- 
(Mr. O'Mara.) 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) .. .. 1015 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, EF.) ae cs o ate ‘a a ~« S024 
Mr. Jordan (Fermanagh, 8.) i a 55a nS 2. S028 
Mr. Rentoul (Down, F.) Ss < - Fe ate .. 1030 
Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) Se ss i sis ~» 4032 
Sir John Colomh (Great Yarmouth) i ye ss ee .. 1038 
Mr. Hemphill (Tyrone, N.) os sen ss es re .. LOd4 
Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) .. ese is n a .. 1036 
Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
CONTINUATION SCHOOLS :— 
Mr. Samuel Smith (Flintshire) sts ae - re <« LOSE 
Mr. William Jones (Carnarvonshire, Arfon’ ; se .. 1040 











M U 


RAIL 
t 


Epuc 
I 


ELEM: 
S 
t! 


Local 
d 


MINEs 
ti 


Ratin 
U 


: 


Roma 
es 


SALE ¢ 
B 
T 
J 
F] 


"age 


170 


U70 


J87 
193 
I99 
00 
N03 
NO4 


05; 
)09 


O15 
2] 
)28 

30 

032 

033 

O34 

O36 


038 
040 











TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
May 7.) Page 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 





































“ That, in view of the vast number of children whose education 
ceases at thirteen years of age or less, and in view of the increase of youth- 
ful offenders in the metropolis, owing in large measure to the absence 
of parental control and to the licence of the streets, it is desirable to 
extend the advantage of evening continuation schools to the whole 
child population, and to require the attendance in the case of boys to 
the age of sixteen for at least two evenings per week.”—(Mr. Samuel 
Smith. ) 


It being midnight, the debate stood adjourned. 


Adjourned at one minute after Twelve of the Clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 8TH MAY, 1901. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Dublin St. James’ Gate Brewery oneal Bill—As amended, 
considered ; to be read the third time .. .. 1041 


Alfreton Gas Bill [Lords]; Bournemouth Corporation Bill [Lords] ; 
King’s Norton and Northfield Urban District Tramways Bill |Lords] ; 
Oakham Water Bill [Lords].—Read a second time, and committed .. 1041 

WinsrorD Ursan District (Gas TRANSFER, Erc.).—Report [7th May] from 
the Select Committee on Standing Orders read. Bill ordered to be 
brought in by Sir John Brunner and Mr. Tomkinson .. is .- 1041 


RAILWAY BILLs (Group 6).—Ordered, That Mr. Percival Gordon Smith do attend 
the Committee on Group 6 of Railway Bills to-morrow at half-past 


Eleven of the clock ~ 7” e ae ae a re .. 1041 
PETITIONS. 
EpucaTion (YOUNG CHILDREN) (SCHOOL ATTENDANCE) (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition in favour, from Hamilton ; to lie upon the Table .. sa .. 1042 


ELEMENTARY EpucaTion (HIGHER GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUATION 
ScHOOLS).—-Petition from Willesden, for alteration of Law ; to lie upon 
the Table aa Se ae ei na a “is 2, as .- 1042 


LocaL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUATION BILL.—Petition from Willes- 
den, in favour ; to lie upon the Table... en - ats ‘3 .. 1042 


MINES (EicHt Hours) BiLtt.—Petitions in favour, from Bedwellty ; Aber- 
tillery ; Troederhiw ; and Arfoed ; to lie upon the Table .. a .. 1042 


RaTING OF GrounD VALUES.—Petition from London, for legislation ; to lie 


upon the Table Hs se es - ‘a - - ‘Ga .. 1042 
Roman Catuo.ic UNIVERSITY IN IRELAND.—Petition from Dumbarton, against 
establishment ; to lie upon the Table... ee os = ‘ts .. 1042 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LiquoRS ON SUNDAY BILL.—Petitions in favour, from 
Bassingbourn ; Birmingham (four); Oldbury; Minshull; Wigton ; 
Thirsk ; Thetford; Witney; Hunstanton; Scarborough; Watford ; 
Johnby ; Burton Bradstock ; Sutton-in-the-Elms ; Topcroft ; Bratton 
Fleming ; Ilfracombe ; Pickhill-cum-Roxby ; Higher Walton ; Chipping 
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Norton; Kingston-on-Thames; Casterton; Dundry (two); Stour- 
bridge ; Brighton ; Wimbledon ; Shirehampton ; Bridport ; Salisbury ; 
Baldwins Gate ; Stourbridge ; Belvedere ; Ebbw Vale; Alcester (two) ; 
Brockdish ; Helpstone; Bleadney ; Portsmouth; Kings Heath: Red- 
ditch ; Astwood Bank; Studley; Cradley; Hayes Layne; Poplar ; 
Burghelere ; Ipswich ; Blencowe ; Ivegill ; Holbeach (two) ; Kingsclere 
(two); Burbage; Bolton; Newbury (eight); Bristol (two); Ashton- 
under-Lyne; Halifax (two); Kenilworth; Burslem; Holt: Great 
Grimsby ; Cleethorpes; Greenham; Otley; Leckhampstead Thicket 
(two); Hamstead Norris; Thatcham ; Boxford; Stockeross ; Inkpen ; 
Small Heath ; Heptonstall Slack ; Stockton-on-Tees: Newlyn; Pen 
zance (two); Gulval (two); Chaddleworth ; Woodhay: St. Cleopas ; 
Over; Falmouth; Grassington; Silsden; Kingsbury; Penistone ; 
Cawthorne; Mousehole; Mezelah; Tregasara; Newlyn: Pendem ; 
St. Agnes, Scilly ; St. Mary’s, Scilly ; Blackwell ; Oadby ; Newmarket 
(two) ; Great Driffield ; Bardwell ; Whitehaven ; Chieveley ; Youlgrave , 
Dethrick ; Rowhope; Norristhorpe; Littletown; East Ilsley ; Dart- 
mouth ; Wombwell (three); Kirkley and Pakefield ; Wellingborough ; 
Barnsley ; Lowestoft; New Shildon (three); Heckmondwike;: Old 
Shildon ; Orpington; Wakefield; Winsford; Norwood; Horsham ; 
Enfield ; Wood Green; Redditch; Walthamstow ; Bradford: Melk- 
sham; Cartbridge; Islington; Higher Broughton; Nottingham : 
Millwall ; Farnham (two) ; Pallion ; Ambleside ; Felixstowe ; Halesowen ; 
South Wigston ; Little Compton ; and Lindsell ; to lie upon the Table .. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN BILL.—Petition in favour. from 
Oldbury ; Frodsham ; Askam-in-Furness ; Salisbury ; Stourbridge : Shire- 
hampton; Higher Walton; High Bray ; Shoreditch ; Ashton-under- 
Lyne; Platt Bridge; Trowbridge; Halifax; Congleton: Salford ; 
Small Heath ; Birmingham (two) ; Wood Green ; and Chichester ; to lie 
upon the Table 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL.—Petitions in 
favour, from Dalrymple ; Parton ; Campsie ; Hutton and Corrie ; ‘Tun- 
dergarth ; and St. Mungo ; to lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Prisons (ENGLAND AND WALES).—Paper [presented 7th May| to be printed. 
[No. 159] - i “ 4 = 


TRUSTEE SAVINGS BANks RkEGULATIONS.—Paper [presented 7th May] to be 
printed. [No. 160] ie ih - rE 


Licut Raitways Act, 1896.—Copy presented, of Report of the Proceedings 
of the Board of Trade up to the 31st December, 1900, and of the proceed- 
ings of the Light Railway Commissioners up to the same date [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 161] 


INTERMEDIATE EpucaTion (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of Report of the Inter- 
mediate Education Board of Ireland tor the year 1900 [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table 


Paper Lap Upon THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE House.—Arundel Port.— 
Copy of Annual Report and General Account of the Commissioners 
of Arundel Port for period from 25th March, 1900, to 25th March, 1901 
[by Act] “ ae “ ak - “is 
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Land Tenure Bill.—-Second Reading. 








Order for Second Reading read. 


Mr. Lambert (Deconshire, South Molton) .. “ sm sy .. 1044 
Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read a second 

time.” 

Mr. Soares (Devonshire, Barnstaple) és va a is .. 1051 

Mr. Griffith Boscauen (Kent, Tunbridge} re “s * .. 1058 

Mr. Llewel’yn (Somersetshire, N.) .. - a aa io .. 1064 


Amendment proposed— 


‘ To leave out all the words after the word ‘That’ to the end of the 
(uestion, in order to add the words ‘ this House, in view of the fact that 
an Act was passed last year dealing with the questions contained in the 
present Bill, is not prepared to alter the settlement so recently arrived 
at.’ “—(Mr. Griffith Boscawen.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words proposed to be left out and stand 
part of the Question.” 


Discussion :— 
Mr. Edwards (Radnorshire) . es sm a ae .. 1065 
Dr. Farquharson (Aberdeenshire, W. ) “ xs su - .. 1069 
Sir Mark Stewart (Kirkcudbrightshire) .. = iis “ .. 1071 
Mr. Taylor (Lancashire, Radcliffe) a es #3 ‘fs .. 1074 
Mr. Herbert Roberts (Denbighshire, W.) .. ss - 2 .. 1076 
Mr. Spear (Devonshire, Tavistock) oe os ae .. 1080 
Colonel Kenyon-Slaney (Shropshire, New port) “5 xs - .. 1086 
Mr. F. W. Wilson (Norfolk, Mid) .. - is mr es .. 1094 
Mr. Jeffreys (Hampshire, N.) - “se i az a .. 1095 
Mr. Moulton (Cornwall, La Sais 1098 
The President of the Board of Agriculture (Mr. Hanbury, Preston). 1100 
Mr. Tomkinson (Cheshire, Crewe) , SEE 


Question put. 

The House divided :—Ayes, 164 ; Noes, 225. (Division List No. 173.) 
Question proposed, ‘* That those words be there added.” 
Debate arising. 


It being after half-past Five of the clock, the debate stood adjourned. 


Derbyshire and Nottinghamshire Electric Power Bill.— Reported, with 
Amendments ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed .. .. 1115 


Private Brits (Group J).—Sir William Houldsworth reported from the Com- 
mittee on Group J of Private Bills: that, for the convenience of parties, 
the Committee had adjourned till Monday next, at half-past Eleven of 
the clock ‘ re sce es Pe és 5 Ka si »» 1115 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


Bexley Tramways Bill. —_ ts, with Amendments, to lie — the Table, 
and to be printed... i P ee o» 2005 


Burton-upon-Trent Corporation Bill—-Reports, with Amendments, to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed si = va $i ‘ 
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Fairford and Cirencester Railway Bill.—Reported cine not proved] ; 
Report to he upon the Table, and to be printed... - i 5 


BusINEss OF THE House.—The First Lord of the Treasury, Mr. A. J. Balfour 
(Manchester, E.) i - oe es, 32 ss ae ee ~« SS 


Adjournment at a quarter before Six of the clock. 





HOUSE OF LORDS.—THURSDAY, 9TH MAY, 1901. 


EarL OF CLANCARTY.—Report made from the Lord Chancellor, that the 
right of William Frederick, Earl of Clancarty, to vote at the elections of 
Representative Peers for Lreland has been established to the satisfaction of 
the Lord Chancellor ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table .. re os THY 

EArt oF ARRAN.—Petition of Arthur Jocelyn Charles, Earl of Arran, in the 
Peerage of Ireland, claiming a right to vote at the elections of Represen- 
tative Peers for Ireland ; read, and referred to the Lord Chancellor to con- 
sider and report thereupon to the House is o ee - -« TU 


Sat First.—The Earl of Cottenham sat first in Parliament after the death of 
his father “a aks oe a RX a ne - 4s -o Say 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Portmadoc, Beddgelert, and South Snowdon Railway Bill [11.1.] 


—The King’s consent signified ; and Bill reported with Amendments .. 1117 


Gravesend Gas Bill; Bideford and Clovelly Railway (Abandonment) Bill 
[H.L.]. Reported without Amendment as ee - ea ee 


Poulton-le-Fylde Gas Bill [H.L.]; Chester Corporation Tramways Bill 
[H.L.]; Faversham Water Bill [H.L.]; Wigan Corporation Tramways, 
Ete., Bill [H.1.]. Reported with Amendments ‘a 5% és o» BR 


Cowes Ferry Bill [1.L.].—The King’s consent signified ; and Bill reported 
with Amendments... es = a ss i Si gi is SRF 


Finchley and Hendon Tramways Bill [H.1. eeners the Com- 
mittee to be proposed by the Committee of Selection .. : = ss BEST 


Southport Water (Transfer) Bill - L, }. ee from the Select Com- 
mittee with Amendments .. ; : - om os: ES 


Great Eastern Railway Bill [n.L.|—-Read 24, and committed ; the Com- 
mittee to be proposed by the Committee of Selection .. a ae .. 1118 


Shrewsbury Gas Bill [H.L.]; New Swindon Gas Bill [H.L.]; Milford Docks 
Bill [H.L.].—Read 3%, and passed, and sent tothe Commons .. . 1118 


City and North-East Suburban Electric Railway Bill [1.1.].— 
Standing Order No. 92 considered (according to order) and dispensed with, 
with respect to a petition of the Trustees of the Wesleyan Hall and Mission 
House, Bishopsgate Street. Leave given to present the said petition.. 1118 


Derwent Valley Water Board Bill; Newry Port and Harbour Trust 
Bill—Brought from the Commons ; ‘void 1“; and referred to the 
Examiners .. . 1118 
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Rugby Water and Improvement Bill [u.L.]; Lowestoft Corporation 
Bill [H.L.]—The order made on Monday last, appointing certain Lords 
the Select Committee to consider the Bills, discharged .. Be 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill [H1.]. (No. 
69.)—A Bill to confirm certain Provisional Orders made by the Board of 
Trade under the General Pier and Harbour Act, 1861, relating to Babba- 
combe and Great Yarmouth 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 4) Bill [u.L.]. (No. 70.)— 
A Bill to confirm certain Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade 
under the Tramways Act, 1870, relating to Coatbridge Tramways, Folke- 
stone Corporation Tramways, Glossop Electric Tramways, Hopeman 
‘Tramway, Weston-Super-Mare Tramways, and West Riding Tramways. 
Were presented by the Earl of Hardwicke (for the Earl of Dudley) ; read 
1”; to be printed ; and referred to the Examiners - is 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill [H.L.]; Electric 
Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill |".L.|; Education Board 
Provisional Order Confirmation (Acton) Bill [H.L.|— Read 2¢ (according to 
order) .. a re a a i ss ais ne as 


Grangemouth Water Provisional Order Confirmation Bill [1.L.]; 
Hamilton Burgh Provisional Order Confirmation Bill [H.L.]; Scottish 
Provident Institution Provisional Order Confirmation Bill [H.L.]—Read 
3” (according to order), and passed, and sent to the Commons 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Free Funp or THE House or Lorps.—The Lord Chancellor acquainted the 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments had laid on the Table the Annual 
Account of the Fee Fund of the House of Lords. The same was ordered to 
lie on the Table, and to be referred to the Select Committee on the House 
of Lords Offices 

Cana, No. 4 (1901).—Plans referred to in China, No. 3 (1901): Further 
correspondence respecting events at Peking , 3 

Trape Reports (ANNUAL SERIEs).—No. 2,591, Brazil (Pernambuco) ; No. 
2,592, Spain (Cadiz and District) ; No. 2,593, Belgium (Ghent) 

Evictions (IRELAND).— Return of Evictions in Ireland, for the quarter ended 
31st March, 1901 : 2 is : 

MINES AND QUARRIES (GENERAL REPORT AND STATISTICS FOR 1900) (Part 1, 
District STaTIsTIcs).—Statistics of the Persons employed, output, and 
accidents at Mines and Quarries in the United Kingdom, arranged accord- 
ing to the inspection districts 


Boarp oF Epvucation.—General Report on schools for the blind and deaf, for 
the two years ended 31st August, 1900, by T. — ~_ Senior Chief 
Inspector ; with Appendices - , : 2 , 


Swiss RrFt—E Rances.—Report by Major the Honourable T. F. Fremantle, 
ist Bucks Volunteer Rifle Corps, and Captain E. C. H. Grant, Argyll and 
Sutherland Highlanders, on Swiss Rifle Ranges. Presented (by com- 
mand), and ovdnted to lie on the Table mh » 


INTERMEDIATE EpucaTIon Boarp (IRELAND).—Annual Report for the Year 1900 
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Savines Bank (TRUSTEE Savincs Banks).—Savings Banks (Investment) 
Regulations, 1901, dated 4th April, 1901 = ve mn = .. 1120 
SUPERANNUATION.—Treasury Warrant, dated Ist May, 1901, declaring that 
for the due and efficient discharge of the duties of the office of assistant 
auditors on the staff of the Local Government Board, professional or other 
peculiar qualifications not ordinarily to be acquired on the public service 
are required .. es - ‘ an oh ne is “ ». 1920 


Licut Rattways Act, 1896.—Report of the proceedings of the Board of Trade 
up to the 31st December, 1900; and of the proceedings of the Light 
tailway Commissioners up to the same date. Laid before the House 
(pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table .. = ‘ -. 1120 


UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND CAMBRIDGE ACT, 1877.—Statute made by the 
Governing Body of Sidney Sussex College. Cambridge, on 22nd Decem- 
ber, 1900, amending Sections 6 and 10 of Statute X. and Statute XXIV. 
of the statutes of the College. Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), 
and to be printed. (No. 68) es et i - és gs .. 1120 


ARUNDEL Port.—Account and Report for 1900-1901 ; delivered (pursuant 
to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table .. , " iw ie :. 1420 


Lunacy (Ireland) Bill [#.1.|.—[Sreconp Reapina. |—Order of the day for the 
Second Reading read. 


The Lord Chancellor of Ireland (Lord Ashbourne) - .. 1121 


Bill read 2¢ (according to order), and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House to-morrow. 


Public Libraries Bill [1.L.}.—{Tuirp Reapinc. |—Order of the day for the 
Third Reading read. 


Lord Windsor... oF rs mi os = i vA iin ASS 
Moved,—** That the Bill be now read 34.” 
The Secretary for Scotland (Lord Balfour of Burleigh) — .. .. 1222 
On Question, agreed to; Bill read 3¢ accordingly. 
Amendments (privileged) made ; Bill passed, and sent to the Commons. 
QUEEN ANNE'S Bounty— 
Lord Barnard Ss i - - ” 7" ee 2B 


House adjourned at a quarter before Five of the Clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS: THURSDAY, 97TH MAY, 1901. 
New Writ.—New Writ for the County of Cork (Mid Cork), in the reom of 
Charles Kearns Deane Tanner, esquire, deceased.—(Captain Donelan) .. 1 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Devonport Corporation (Gas) Bill; Giasgow and Renfrew District 
tailway Transfer Bill.—Read the third time and passed... - os 1134 


Rickmansworth and Uxbridge Valley Water Bill. [By Orprr.|— 
Order for Second Reading read. 
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Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“That the Bill be now read a second time.” 


Sir F. Dixon-Hartland (Middlesex, Uxbridge) 
Major Grenfell (Buckinghamshire, Wycombe) 


Amendment proposed— 
“To leave out the word ‘ now,’ and at the end of the Question to 
add the words ‘ upon this day six months.’ ””°—(Sir Frederick Dixon- 
Hartland.) 


Question, “* That the word ‘ now’ stand part of the Question.” 


Discussion :— 
Mr. Boulnois (Marylebone, EF.) v- 
Mr. Mellor (Vorkshire, W.R., Sowerby) 
Mr. Hudson (Hertfordshire, Hitchin) 
Mr. Carlile (Buckingham, N.) oe 
Mr. Sydney Buxton (Tower Hamlets, Poplar) 
Mr. Rothschild (Buckinghamshire, Aylesbury) 


Question put, and negatived ; words added. 


Main Question, as amended, put, and agreed to ; Second Reading put off 
for six months. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. bi Bill. {By Orper.|— 


Read a second time, and committed 


Winsford Urban District (Gas Transfer, etc.) Bill—‘To empower 
the Urban District Council of Winsford, in the county of Chester, to manu- 
facture and supply gas, and to provide for the transfer to the Council 
of the undertaking of the Over and Wharton Gas Company, Limited, 
or of the liquidators appointed by the said Company ; and to make further 
provision in regard to the finance of the said district ; and for other pur- 
poses,” read the first time ; to be read a second time 


Cromer Water Bill.—Petition for additional Provision; referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills " me ee a: 


Railway Bills (Group 3).—-Ordered, That Sub-divisional Inspector Miller 
do attend the Committee on Group 3 of Railway Bills to-morrow, at 
half-past Eleven of the clock 


Private Bills (Group K).— Mr. Heywood Johnstone reported from 
the Committee on Group K of Private Bills, That, for the convenience of 
parties, the Committee had adjourned till Monday next, at half-past 
Eleven of the clock. Report to lie upon the Table 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have passed a Bill, intituled, ** An Act 
to authorise and provide for the removal of the School for Orphans of 
Freemen of the City of London to a new site in the parish of Walton-on- 
the-Hill, in the county of Surrey, and the sale of the site and buildings at 
Brixton now occupied by the school ; and for other purposes.’’ London 
(City) School for Orphans of Freemen Bill [Lords] 

London (City) School for Orphans of Freemen Bill [Lords|,— 
Read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills 
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mingham ; Foots Cray; Darwen; Westcott Barton; Belvedere ; Hud- 
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Milton Damerell ; and Greenock ; to lie upon the Table 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SuNDAY (MONMOUTHSHIRE).—Petition 
from Holbeach, for alteration of Law; to lie upon the Table 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LiquoRS TO CHILDREN BILL.— 
Petition from Easton, against ; to lie upon the Table 
Petitions in favour, from Wandsworth; Brighouse and Elland; Bir- 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


MINES AND QuarRIES.—Copy presented, of General Report and Statistics 
for the year 1900, Part I. (District Statistics), Statistics of the Persons 
employed, Output, and Accidents at Mines and Quarries in the United 
Kingdom, arranged according to the inspection Districts [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table 


ArMy.—Copy presented. of Report by Captain the Honourable T. F. Fre- 
mantle, Ist Bucks Volunteer Rifle Corps, and Captain E. C. H. Grant, 
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mand]; to lie upon the Table ss 


Cuina (No. 4, 1901).—Copy presented, of Plans referred to in China (No. 3, 
1901) [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 
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d7tH Bucks IMPERIAL YEOMANRY—OTLEY CONTINGENT.—Question, Mr. 
Dunean (Yorkshire, W.R., Otley); Answer, The Financial Secretary to 
the War Office (Lord Stanley, Lancashire, Westhoughton) 

Wetsu ReGIMENT—VOLUNTEER CoMPANY.—Question, Mr. Brynmor Jones 
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Motion made, and Question put— 
“That the proceedings on the Civil List, if the Committee be 
sitting at twelve o'clock this night, be not interrupted under the Stand- 
ing Order, Sittings of the House.”—(Mr. Balfour.) 


The House divided :—Ayes, 261 ; Noes, 179.—(Division List, No. 174). 
Civit List.—Considered in Committee :— 
[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. | 
Paragraph of His Majesty's Most Gracious Speech to both Houses of 
Parliament, at the opening of the session, respecting the Civil List 
and His Majesty's Most Gracious Message of the 5th day of March, 
relating to Grants to Her Majesty the Queen and Members of His 
Majesty’s Family, read. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W.) 1200 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 
1, FINANCIAL. 
“That there be charged on the Consolidated Fund as from the demise 
of: Her late Majesty the following annual payments :— 
£ 
For the King’s Civil List .. eh .. 470,000 
For Retired Allowances :—Such sumsas may be required forthe payment 
in each year of retired allowances granted by Her late Majesty or 
by His present Majesty to members of Her late Majesty’s household 
not exceeding in all £25,000. 
For Civil List Pensions :—Such sums as may be required for the pay- 
ment in each year of Civil List pensions already granted or hereafter 
to be granted. 


F£ 
For the Duke of Cornwall and York .. <r _ .. 20,000 
For the Duchess of Cornwall and York .. a 10,000 
For the Duchess of Cornwall and York in the event of Her or 
surviving the Duke of Cornwall and York .. be .. 30,000 
For His Majesty’s daughters - 18,000 


For Queen Alexandra in the event of ‘Her surviving His 
Majesty the King... Ks - es - os -.- 70,000 
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n And that provision be made for continuing for a period of six months 
. 1192 after the close of the present reign certain payments so charged 
; which would otherwise be then determined.”—(Mr. Chancellor of the 
+ ami Exchequer.) 
¢ Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling ee: ee ‘i .. 1215 
Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) .. ae shi .. 1215 
. Mr. Labouchere (Northampton) .. 7" .. .. wee ws «12:16 
- 1193 Amendment proposed— 
, “To leave out ‘£470,000’ (for the“King’s Civil List), in order to 
r 1194 insert ‘ £415,000.’ °—(Mr. Labouchere.) 
, Question proposed, ‘“That ‘ £470,000 ’ stand part of the proposed resolu- 
. tion.’ 
. 1195 ; : 
Discussion :— 
i Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr Tydvil) Pe a a o .« 1230 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) .. ws a = ‘a .. 1232 
Mr. John Burns (Battersea) is ve “i re .. 1234 
‘Question put. , 
; The Committee divided :—Ayes, 250 ; Noes, 62. (Division List No. 175). 
y Original Question again proposed. 
Mr. Labouchere i = <s 9 a a is .. 1243 
’ Amendment proposed— aes 
To leave out ‘‘ £29,000 ” (for the Duke of Cornwall and York).— 
(Mr. Labouchere.) 
f Question proposed, ‘“‘ That ‘ £20,000’ stand part of the proposed 
t Resolution.” 
: Mr. Lloyd Morgan (Carmarthenshire, W.) a os sia .. 1245 
S Captain Greville (Bradford, E.) .. am i ss .. 1246 
Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid) .. vs - - = .. 1246 
) 1200 Sir M. Hicks Beach... - a is - - é .. 1247 
Mr. John Burns i ¥s - “ “ af aa . 1248 
Question put. 
. The Committee divided :—Ayes, 261 ; Noes, 58. (Division List No. 176). 
Original Question‘again proposed. 
| Mr. Keir Hardie -- .. si ie ms - .. 1251 
D Mr. Cremer (Shoreditch, Haggerston' sc - - .. 1252 
t Mr. Labouchere es ei oa we oa - sis .. 1253 
i Sir M. Hicks Beach .. ws re ae “3 “s - .. 1254 
Question put. 
‘ The Committee divided :—Ayes, 307 ; Noes, 58. (Division List No. 177.) 
1. FINANCIAL. 
Resolved, That there be charged on the Consolidated Fund as,from the 
4 demise of Her late Majesty the following annual payments :- 
For the King’s Civil List - - ©- - - -  ~- £470,000 
For Retired Allowances :—Such sums as may be required for the pay- 
0 , afar t pay 
) ment in each year of retired allowances granted by Her late Majesty 
or by his present Majesty to members of Her late Majesty’ s_house- 
) hold not exceeding in fall £25, 000. oe 
g?2 
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_ For Civil List Pensions :—Such sums as may be required for the pay- 
's ment in each year of Civil List pensions already granted or here- 
after to be granted. 
For the Duke of Cornwall and York - - - - - ~~ 20,000 
For the Duchess of Cornwall of York - - - - - 10,000 
For the Duchess of Cornwall and York in the event of her 
surviving the Duke of Cornwall and York - - - - 30,000: 
For His Majesty’sdaughters - - - - - - - 18,000 
For Queen Alexandra in the event of her surviving His 
Majesty the King - - - - += = + - 70,000 
And that provision be made for continuing for a period of six months 
after the close of the present reign certain payments so charged which 
would otherwise be then determined. 
AMENDMENT OF Law. 
Resolved, That it is expedient to amend the law relating to the Civil List, 
the hereditary revenues, and grants for the Royal Family.”—( Mr. Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer.) 
Resolutions to be reported to-morrow. 
Demise of the Crown Bill.—Order for Committee read. 
Mr. Speaker ¥ i me oe ~ es - ee 1259 
Bill considered in Committee :— 
[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. | 
Clause 1 :— 
Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid) ..  .. = «= 1261 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 1, line 5, after the word ‘ office’ to insert the words, 
‘not being an office of profit.” —{Mr. Caldwell.) 

Question proposed—* That those words be there inserted.” 
The Attorney General (Sir Robert Finlay, Inverness — .. 1260 
Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) . .. 1261 
Mr. James Lowther (Kent, Thanet).. “ is .. 1263 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) .. on oe Ka oe -. 1263 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Amendment proposed— 

‘In page 1, line 5, after the word ‘ Crown,’ to insert the words 
‘except oftices held by Members of the House of Commons.’ ”’—(Mr. 
Caldwell.) 

Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
Sir Robert Finlay .. 1265 
Mr. Swift MacNeill .. 1266 
Mr. Moore (Antrim, N.) .. 1266 
Mr. Caldwell és ». 1261 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) = os 22S 
Mr. Hemphill (Tyrone, N.) .. . 1268 
Mr. Tully (Leitrim 8.) . 1269 
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Mr. A. J. Balfour rose in his place, and claimed to move, “ That the 
(Juestion be now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question be now put.” 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 216 ; Noes, 121. (Division List No. 179.) 
Question put accordingly, ‘ That those words be there inserted.” 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 108 ; Noes, 225. (Division List No. 178.) 


It being after Midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report 
to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again to-morrow. 
fo} ’ 5 


Adjourned at half-past Twelve of the Clock. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: FRIDAY, 10TH MAY, 1901. 
TooK THE OatH.—The Earl of Buckinghamshire took the Oath. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lord Chancellor acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificate from the Examiners that the further 


1259 Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have been complied with 
—Cardiff Corporation. The same was ordered to lie upon the Table .. 1277 
Rodgers’ Patent Bill [u.L.]—Committed _... es Sis ass 298 
London, Brighton, and South Coast Railway Bill  fn}The 
i King’s consent signified ; and Bill reported from the Select Committee 
1261 with Amendments Ss ee ce - $i - - ‘i «« 1309 
South Essex Water Bill * ileiaeaie ted from the Select Committee 
with Amendments... i > €2 “ .. 1277 
Tyneside Tramways and Tramroads Bill is nici from 
the Select Committee with Amendments ee sia e «« SS0e 
1260 
1261 | St. Bartholomew’s Hospital Bill [H.L a from the Select 
1263 Committee with Amendments .. . 1277 
1263 
Lynton and a Railway Bill [u.L.]—Reported with 
Amendments “9 “ — 3 ae a in .. 1277 
Gateshead ‘and District Tramways Bill.—Read 2%, and committed 1277 
Prestatyn Water Bill iio aaa 3¢, and iiaed and sent to the 
Commons ‘ . 1277 
Devonport Corporation (Gas) Bill; Glasgow and Renfrew District 
1265 Railway Transfer Bill.—Brought from the Commons; read la; and 
1266 referred to the Examiners .. _ ms : He Md .. 1278 
1266 


1967 | Harrogate Water Bill [H.1.]; Leeds Corporation Water Bill [H.1.]; Ripon 
Corporation Bill [H.L.] ; Harrogate Corporation Bill [H.L. |Report from 


1267 
1268 the Committee of Selection, That the Lord Somerton (2. Normanton) be 
1269 proposed to the House as a Member of the Select Committee on the said 


Bills in the place of the Earl of Buckinghamshire ; read, and agreed to 1278 
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Heywood and Middleton Water Board Bill [u1.]; Elland Gas 
Bill [4.t.]; Wolverhampton and Cannock Chase Railway Bill; Great 


Northern Railway Bill; Midland Railway Bill—Report from the Com-_ 


mittee of Selection, That the Earl of Buckinghamshire be proposed to the 
House as a member of the Select Committee on the said Bills in the 
place of the Lord Somerton (£. Normanton) ; read, and agreed to 


PRESENCE OF THE SOVEREIGN IN PARLIAMENT.—Ordered, That the evidence 


taken before the Select Committee be delivered to such persons as the ° 
° .. 1278 


Committee think fit 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—No. 2594. Netherlands (Curacoa and its 
Dependencies) be os $5 sin ie se Sg <e - 


NATIONAL Epucation (IRELAND).—Revised Rules and Regulations of the 
Commissioners of National Education in Ireland for the year 1900-1901 


Army.—Return showing the number of recruits who joined the Cavalry (in- 
cluding Household Cavalry), Royal Artillery, Infantry (including Foot 
Guards). and Militia respectively in the first three months of each year, 
from 1397 to 1901, inclusive. Presented (by command), and ordered to 
lie on the Table : ‘ 


Inp1a (EsTIMATE).—{1) Estimate of revenue and expenditure of the Govern- 
ment of India for the year 1900-1901 compared with the results of 1899- 
1900: (2) Home accounts of the Government of India; (3) Finance 


and revenue accounts of the Government of India for the year 1899-1900 


BaTENts. Designs, AND TRADE MArKs.—Eighteenth Report of the Comptroller- 
General, with appendices, for the year 1900 ae “a 


Laid betore the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


PETITIONS. 


INTOXICATING LiQUORS.—Petitions against the sale of, on Sundays ; of meet- 
ings at Lowestoft ; Burnham-on-Crouch ; Coggeshall; Parkstone ; Har- 
, wich; Folkestone; and Sutton; read, and ordered to lie on the Table 


CREMATION BILL [H.L.].—Petition in favour of, of the Battersea Borough Coun- 
cil; read, and ordered to lie on the Table se Se - a 


NEW BILLS. 


Bishopric of Southwark Bill [1.1.].—A Bill to provide for the consti- 
tution of a Bishopric of Southwark, and for matters incidental thereto ; 
was presented by the Lord Archbishop of Canterbury ; read la; and to 
be printed. [No. 71] : - 


— tert: c Councils (Women’s Disabilities Removal) Bill 
.—A Bill to amend the London Government Act, 1899, in respect of 

ey J Sility of women as councillors and aldermen. Was presented by 
the Viscount Gordon -. Aberdeen) ; read la; and to be printed. [No. 
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County Courts (Ireland) Bill [1...]—Order for the House to be put into 
Committee (on re-commitment) read. 
Lord Chancellor of Ireland (Lord Ashbourne) re ss bs .. 1280 


97 House in Committee (on Re-commitment) (according to Order) ; Bill re- 
8 ported without further amendment ; and re-committed to the Stand- 
ing Committee. 


Alkali etc. Works Regulation Bill [H.L.]—Order of the Day for 
the Second Reading read. 





i a ee 
Bill read 2a (according to Order), and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House on Monday next. 
278 Lunacy (Ireland) Bill [u.L.].—House in Committee (according to Order) ; 
Bill reported without amendment ; and re-committed to the Standing 
OT Committee. 
13 
COALING STATIONS :— 
Discussion :— 
Earl Spencer eas re ss es = #3 es -- 1281 
Viscount Goschen - .. 1289 
279) The First Lord of the Admiralty (The Earl wi Selbor me) ‘i .. 1293 
The Earl of Northbrook 7 “ .. 1296 
The Marquess of Ripon e3 es a 2 “3 ‘i .. 1297 
House adjourned at ten minutes before Six of the clock. 
179 
17g: HOUSE OF COMMONS: FRIDAY, 10TH MAY, 1901. 


Took THE OaTH.—One other Member took and subscribed the Oath .. 1298 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PrivaTeE Bits [Lords] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of 

179) the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the follow- 

ing Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading there- 

) of, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are 

79 applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz. :—Bath Gas Light and 

Coke Bill [Lords]. Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time — .. 1298 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO COMPLIED 
WITH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of the Exa- 
miners of Petitiods for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following 
Bills, referred on the First Reading thereof, the Standing Orders which 
are applicable thereto-have been complied with, viz. :—Local Government 
(Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill ; Local Government Provisional 
Order (Gas) Bill. Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time upon 
Monday next am sg a si a ‘i + sik . 1298 


Long Eaton Gas Bill; Wells eennal Water Bill.—Read the third 
80 time, and passed $s , = - .. 1298 
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Tees Valley Water Board Bill. (By Orprr.|—Read the third time, 
and passed - jie = a “ is os .. 1298 


Burgess Hill Water Bill; Great Central Railway Bill.—As — 
considered ; to be read the third time — : 1298 


Hull, Barnsley, and West remy | Junction Railway and Dock 
Bill ; Llandrindod Wells Urban District Council Water Bill ; London 
County Council (Spitalfields cnssind Bill.—As amended, considered ; to 
be read the third time * A se -” Ae os .. 1299 


North Eastern Railway Bill——As amended, considered ; Amendment 
made ; Bill to be read the third time .. ‘ Zs cs fs .. 1299 


Richmond Gas Bill; Shannon Water and Electric Power Bill; Stroud 
Gas Bill ; West Surrey Water Bill—As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time i a3 ae - % ee 2, i os 1299 


LocaL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PROVISIONAL ORDER (No. 3).—Bill to confirm 
a Provisional Order of the Local Government Board for Ireland under 
The Local Government (Ireland) (No. 2) Act, 1900, ordered to be —— 
in by Mr. Attorney General for Ireland and Mr. Wyndham .. . 1299 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill.— 
“To confirm a Provisional Order of the Local Government Board for 
Ireland under The Local Government (Ireland) (No. 2) Act, 1900,” 
presented, and read the first time; to be referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 174] .. es .. 1299 


LocaL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PROVISIONAL ORDERS (HOUSING OF THE 
WorKING CLAsses).—Bill to confirm certain Provisional Orders of the Local 
Government Board for Ireland relating to the urban districts of Cashel, 
Omagh, and Strabane, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Attorney General 
for Ireland and Mr. Wyndham .. oe wa es os “s «. 4299 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (Housing of the 
Working Classes) Bill.—‘‘To confirm certain Provisional Orders of 
the Local Government Board for Ireland relating to the urban districts of 
Cashel, Omagh, and Strabane,” presented, and read the first time ; to be 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. 
PR fo eee Os 


Military Lands Provisional Orders Bill.—Reported, without Amend- 
ment [Provisional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie _ the Table ; Bill 
to be read the third time upon Monday next .. ; aS , «. 1800 


Dorking Gas Bill; Tottenham and Hampstead Junction Railway Bill ; 
British Gas Light Company Bill ; Kingston-upon-Hull Corporation Bill ; 
Swanage Gas and Water Bill ; Lancashire and Yorkshire Railw ay (Dearne 
Valley Junction Railways) Bill_—Reported, with Amendments ; Reports 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed... i ue on .. 1300 


Folkestone Corporation Bill [Lords].—Reported, without Amendment ; 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed... ‘ ~ .. 1300 


Arlesey Gas Bill [Lords].—Reported, with an Amendment; Report to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed... Ys ¥ m <i .. 1300 
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Caledonian Electric Power (Substituted) Bill. agin acnuaan 
not proved]; Report to lie upon the Table ; 


PrivATE BiLts (Group G).—Sir James Woodhouse reported from the Com 
mittee on Group G of Private Bills, That, for the convenience of parties 
the Committee had adjourned till Thursday next, at Two of the clock ; 
Report to lie upon the Table . 


Glasgow and South Western Railway (Substituted) Bill— 
Reported, with Amendments ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed Ps ~ i vs ‘a ae ee * 


MESSAGE FROM THE LorDs :— 

That they have passed a Bill, intituled, ‘‘ An Act to confirm a Provisional 
Order under the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, 
relating to the water supply of the Burgh of Grangemouth.” 
Grangemouth Water Provisional Order Confirmation Bill [Lords]. 

Also a Bill, intituled, ‘‘ An Act to confirm a Provisional Order under the 
Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to the 
Burgh of Hamilton.” Hamilton Burgh Provisional Order Con- 
firmation Bill [Lords]. 


Also a Bill, intituled, “‘ An Act to confirm a Provisional Order under the 
Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to the 
Scottish Provident Institution.” Scottish Provident Institution 
Provisional Order Confirmation Bill [Lords]. 


Also a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to confer further powers upen the Shrews- 
bury Gas Light Company.” Shrewsbury Gas Bill [Lords]. 

Also a Bill, intituled, “An Act to confer further power on the New 
Swindon Gas Company ; and for other purposes.” New Swindon 
Gas Bill [Lords]. 

And also a Bill, intituled, ‘‘ An Act to extend the time limited for the 
completion of the pier and works authorised by the Milford Docks 
Act, 1890, and for the compulsory purchase of certain lands ; and for 
other purposes.” Milford Docks Bill [Lords] .. re 2 a 


Grangemouth Water Provisional Order Confirmation Bill [Lords]. 
—Ordered, under Section 7, Sub-section (2), of the Private Legislation 


Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, to be considered upon Monday next 


Hamilton Burghs Provisional Order Confirmation Bill [Lords]. 
Ordered, under Section 7, Sub-section (2), of the Private Legislation 
Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, to be considered upon Monday next 


Scottish Provident Institution Provisional Order Confirmation Bill 
[Lords].—Ordered, under Section 7, Sub-section (2), of the Private 
Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, to be considered upon Monday 
next oe oe ee oe = oe o ee ee . 


Shrewsbury Gas Bill [Lords]; New Swindon Gas Bill [Lords]; Milford 
Docks Bill [Lords].—Read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills - i“ _ “s - 


PETITIONS. 


BurtaL PLaces (EXEMPTION FROM Rates) (SCOTLAND) BILL.—Petition from 
Perth, in- favour ; to-lie upon the Table 
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COMPENSATION FOR DAMAGE TO Crops, Etc., BILL.—Petition from Perth, in 
fagour ; to lie upon the Table... - - a6 is ais .. 1302 


EpucaTion, (YOUNG CHILDREN ScHOOL ATTENDANCE) (SCOTLAND) BILL.— 
Petition from Dundee, in favour ; to lie upon the Table. . i ‘ia -. 1302 


HapituaL DRUNKARDS.—Petition from New Mills, for alteration of Law ; to 
lie upon the Table .. - és - “7 i - “ -. 1302 


HovusinG OF WorKING CLASsEs (REPAYMENT OF Loans) BILL.—Petition from 
Totnes, in favour; to lie upon the Table... ie - “s .. 1302 


LanD RaTING (ENGLAND AND WALES) BILL.—Petition from Wallsend, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table... ms 55 a ae “a -. 1302 


LocaL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) Act (1894) AMENDMENT BILL.—Petition from 
Perth, against ; to lie upon the Table .. - ss ea i -. 1302 


PARLIAMENTARY FRANCHISE.—Petition from Congleton, for extension to 
women ; to lie upon the Table .. se * ~ - és .. 1302 


POLICE SUPERANNUATION (SCOTLAND) BiLt.—Petition from Perth, 
against ; to lie upon the Table .. ss +. ee ‘ 1302 
Pook Law OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUATION (SCOTLAND), BILL.—Petition from 


_},. Perth, in favour ; to lie upon the Table .. és ae as -. 1302 





REGISTRATION OF FirRMs BILL.—Petition of Scottish Trade Protection Society, 
in favour ; tolieuponthe Table... is “ ne - .. 1308 


RoMAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY IN IRELAND.—-Petition from Galashiels, against 
establishment ; to lie upon the Table .. - - yi - .- 1303 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SUNDAY BILL.—Petitions in favour, from 
Wapping ; Putford; Totton; Gatley; Wallasey; Higher Broughton ; 
Swadlincote ; Oton; Church Gresley; Cowes (two); Southampton 
(four); Melksham; York (two); Bolsover; Shuttlewood ; Bideford ; 
Thornhillhead; Bulkworthy; ‘Twitchery; Parkeston; Harwich ; 
Lanivet ; Harborne ; Urmston; Glastonbury ; Lincoln (two) ; Elsecar ; 
Weston-super-Mare ; Sheffield; Prestwich; Longsight ; Manchester ; 
Shaftesbury ; Kennington ; St. Blazey ; Wath-upon-Dearne ; Hoyland 
Nether ; Hoyland ; Hoyland Common ; Hutton End ; Dacre ; Keswick ; 
Penrith (two); Stainton; Charles Bottom ; Stanford Bishop; Nent- 
head ; Tunbridge Wells ; Colchester ; Welshpool; Sutcombe ; Exeter ; 
Newcastle-on-Tyne ;  Pelynt; Cramlington; Ashington; Newark ; 
Scarborough (five) ; Copthorne ; Okehampton ; Birdwell; Branksome ; 
Brandon Mount; Parkstone; Parramore; Meersbrook Park; Coal 
Aston; Branksome and Parkstone; Llangeln; Trevone; St. Issey ; 
Portholland ; Bugle ; Queens ; Lane ; Newquay (two) ; Crantock ; Cubert ; 
Rejewah ; Trelowth ; Padstow ; Kestle Mill; St. Columb (two) ; Colan ; , 
Mitchell ; Withiel ; St. Merry ; Bennacott ; St. Mary ; Trecollas ; Can- 
worthywater ; Eden ; Poundstock ; Tresmeer ; Tresparrett ; Treneglos ; 
St. Gennys; Coldnorthedt ; Summercourt; Wolverley; Tenbury ; 
Lymington ; Stockton ; Cleethorpes ; West Driffield and others ; Scun- 
thorpe ; Swindon ; and Melksham ; to lie uponthe Table .. ie ss 1808 


SaLe or InToxicaTinG Liquors ON SunpAy BILL AND SALE OF INTOXICATING 
Liquors TO CHILDREN BILL.—Petitions in favour, from Bishop’s Tawton ; F. 
and Barnstaple ; to lie upon the Table .. ee ~ a as - 1303 
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SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN BILL.—Petitions in favour, from 
Brandon and Byshottles; Treeton; Treeparrett ; Salford; Bideford ; 
Pendlebury ; Bleadney ; Droylsden ; Cowes|; Lanivet ; High Wycombe ; 
Wapping; Barnton; Leigh; Strathaven; Platt Bridge; Ashington ; 
Folkestone ; Cowes ; and Blairgowrie ; to lie upon the Table 


SaLE OF InTOxIcATING Liquors TO CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL.—Petitions in 
favour, from Langholm ; Innerleithen ; Coatbridge ; and, Monimail ; 
to lie upon the Table, = ‘A “a 


STEAM _ ENGINES AND BoILers (PERSONS IN CHARGE) BILL.—Petition of the 
Scottish Trade Protection Society, against ; to lie upon the Table... 


Trout Fisinc ANNUAL CLOSE TIME (SCOTLAND) BILL.—Petition from Perth, 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table oe #5 , = 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


PATENTS, DESIGNS, AND TRADE Marks.—Copy presented of Eighteenth Report 
of the Comptroller General of Patents, Designs, and Trademarks, with 
Appendices, for the year 1900 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 163.] .. .. ine ” os ‘a os .- 


Army.—Copy presented, of Return showing the number of recruits, who 
joined the Cavalry (Including Household Cavalry), Royal Artillery, In- 
fantry (including Foot Guards), and Militia respectively in the first three 
months of each year from 1897 to 1901, inclusive [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table a i “ on os os - “ - 


RoyaL Patriotic Funp.—Return presented, relative thereto [Address 14th 
December, 1900 ; Mr. Kearley]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No 164.] wt ‘es - es es ss is 


Navy AND Marrnes.—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 1st April ; 
Sir John Colomb] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 165.] 


IMPERIAL Derence Act, 1888 (FivaL AccounT).—Account presented, of all 
moneys issued from the Consolidated Fund, of sums borrowed, and of 
Transactions in relation to sums so borrowed, up to 31st March, 1901, in 
ae of the Act [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 166. Br ees cee. ake Bal: 


Curva (No. 5, 1901).—Copy presented, of Further Correspondence respecting 
the disturbances in China [in continuation of China (No. 1, 1901) | [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table “i x“ 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copy presented, of Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports, Annual Series, No. 2,594 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
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Paper LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE House.—Temporary Laws.— 
Register of Temporary Laws for the Second Session, Twenty-seventh 
Parliament, of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, pursuant 
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to be printed. [No. 167.] .. is “4 


GovERNMENT DEPARTMENTS (ConTRACTS).—Return ordered, “of all Con- 
tracts made in the United Kingdom for manufacturing articles by the 
several Government Departments between the first day of April, 1900, 
and the 31st day of March, 1901, either with contractors outside the 
United Kingdom or with Contractors or agents who obtain the articles 
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from Abroad (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 325, of 
Session 1900).”—(Sir Howard Vincent.) .. x ; -- 1305 


GLasGow (EXPENDITURE ON VACCINATION).—Report ordered, ‘‘ of the Expendi- 
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shire, High Peak) ; Answer, The Financial Secretary to the War Office 
(Lord Stanley, Lancashire, Westhoughton) .. i ” sia .. 13806 


TRANSVAAL REFUGEES IN LONDON.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, 
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Flynn ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


INTERMEDIATE EpucaTION IN IRELAND.—Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien; 
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‘ScHooL ACCOMMODATION AT WestTporT, County Mayo.—Question, Dr. 
Ambrose, (Mayo, W.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham Re ; 


Birr AND PorTUMNA Line.—Question, Mr. Roche; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


JurY CHALLENGING IN IRELAND.—Questions, Captain Donelan (Cork, E.), Mr. 
Flynn, and Mr. Swift MacNeill; Answers, The Attorney General for 
Ireland (Mr: - Atkinson, Londonderry; N.) 


CAVAN AND LeiTrimM RAILWAY MAIL ConTRACT.—Question, Mr. M‘Govern 
(Cavan, W.); Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


BALTINGLASS Post OFFICE.—Question, Mr. James O’Connor; Answer, Mr. 
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Derry CENTRAL RAILWAY.—Question, Mr. M‘Fadden; Answer, Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain... “% a - . ‘ie 


Irish UNiversITy Epucation.—Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien; Answer, 
The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 


SUPPRESSION OF THE “ IRISH PEOPLE 
MENT. 


Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) 


NEWSPAPER.—MOTION FOR ADJOURN- 


The pleasure of the House not having been signified, Mr. Speaker called 
on those Members who supported the motion to rise in their places, 
and not less than forty Members having accordingly risen, — 


Mr. Dillon a és He ‘a 
Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “* That this House do now adjourn.” 
—(Mr. Dillon.) 
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The House divided :—Ayes, 64 ; “Noes, ‘252. (Division List No. 180.] 

Education (Young Children School Attendance) (Scotland) Bill.— 
Reported, with Amendments, from the Standing Committee on Law, ete. 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 168.] Minutes of 
Proceedings of the Standing Committee to be printed. [No. 168.] Bill, 
as amended (in the Standing Committee), to be taken into consideration 
upon Wednesday, 12th June, and to be printed. [Bill 176.] .. .. 1365 

MESSAGE FROM THE LorpDs.—That they have passed a Bill, intituled “An Act — 
to amend the Acts relating to Public Libraries, Museums, and Gymnasiums, 
and to regulate the Liability of Managers of Libraries to Proceedings for 
Libel.” [Public Libraries Bill] [Lords] ue ns _ - ~- .. 1365 

NEW BILL. 

Town Hoxipines.—Bill to give compensation to occupying tenants of Town 
Holdings for beneficial improvements, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Channing, Sir Walter Foster, Captain Norton, Mr. Emmott, and Mr. 
Kearley. 

Town Holdings Bill‘ To give compensation to occupying tenants of 
Town Holdings for beneficial improvements,’ presented accordingly, 
and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Friday next, and 
to be printed. [Bill 177.] .. sa ee ee ee ee es 


SUPPLY.—(6TH AtLotrep Day).—Considered in Committee _ 
[Mr. J. W. Lowruer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the chair. ] 
CIVIL SERVICE EsTIMATES, 1901-2. 
Crass IV. 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 

That a sum, not exceeding £713,881, be granted to His Majesty, 
to complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1902, for public Education in Scotland, and for Science and Art in 
Scotland, including a Grant-in-Aid.” 


Dene — 
The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) «« 1967 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling er oe ee .. 1374 
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‘That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by £300.”—(Mr. Caldwell) 
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Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 98; Noes, 110. (Division List No. 181). 


Original Question again proposed. 
[Mr. JeFrreys, Hampshire, N., in the Chair.] 
Mr. Black (Banffshire) is sis ae ee ae ea -- 1389 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 
‘ That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by £100 in respect of the salary 


of the Secretary.” —(.Mr. Black.) , 
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Mr. A. Graham Murray .. - is 7 is - .. 1390 
Mr. Thomas Shaw - “ _ es - ‘a -. 1393 
Mr. Brigg (Yorkshire, W.R., Keighley) - oF ar .. 1393 
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Motion; by leave, withdrawn. 


Original Question again proposed. 
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Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) oe _ nr a .. 1396 Too 

Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by £500, in respect of the 
Salary of the Secretary.”—(Mr. Weir.) The 

Mr. Munro Ferguson (Leith Burghs) Ss Pe .. 1398 

Mr. A. Graham Murray re Bs sy, " eg .. 1402 

Mr. Weir = ee as “<x % es os os .- 1408 
Question put. 
The Committee proceeded to a Division. 
Mr. Weir was appointed a Teller for the Ayes, but no Member being willing 

to act as second Teller, the Chairman declared that the Noes had it. , 
Original question again proposed. 

Mr. Weir ae ei se os ‘es is sis ‘is @-. 1409 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 

‘That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by £250, in respect of the 
salary of counsel.”’—(Mr. Weir.) 

Mr. A. Graham Murray -_ ‘ ot = -" .. 1410 

Mr. Weir : in Bs ce . ah a .. 1410 
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Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“That Item Q (Annual Grants to Training Colleges) be reduced 
by £100.”—(Mr. Charles Douglas.) 


Mr. A. Graham Murray 4 big “ $s ¥ .. 1418 


It being midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report to the 
House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again upon Monday next. 


House adjourned at five minutes after Twelve of the clock. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: MONDAY, 13TH MAY, 1901. 


EARL OF CLANCARTY.—Ordered and Directed, by the Lords Spiritual and 
Temporal in Parliament assembled, That a Certificate be sent by the Clerk 
of the Parliaments to the Clerk of the Crown in Ireland, stating that the 
Lord Chancellor of the United Kingdom has reported to the House of Lords 
that the right of the Earl of Clancarty to vote at the elections of Repre- 
sentative Peers for Ireland has been established to the satisfaction of him 
the said Lord Chancellor ; and that the House of Lords has ordered such 
Report to be sent to the said Clerk of the Crown in Ireland ; and it is 
hereby also Ordered, That the said Report of the said Lord Chancellor be 
sent to the Clerk of the Crown in Ireland iis a - - .. 1421 


Took THE OatH.—The Earl Brownlow took the Oath a4 zs oF .. 1421 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lord Chancellor acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 


had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that the 
further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been com- 
plied with :—Derwent Valley Water Board ; Thames Deep Water Dock. 

Also the Certificates that no further Standing Orders are applicable to 
the following Bills :—Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Order 
(No. 1) ; Local Government Provisional Orders (Poor Law). 

Also the Certificate that the Standing Orders applicable to the following 
Bill have not been complied with :—Education Board Provisional 
Order Confirmation (London) [H.L. }. 

And also the Certificates that the Standing Orders applicable to the 
following Bills have been complied with :—Local Government Provi- 
sional Orders (No. 1); Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 
2); Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 10 ) [H.L.]; Education 
Board Provisional Orders Confirmation (Barnes, ete.) [H.L.]; Water 
Orders Confirmation ai 1) 1) [et The same were ordered to lie on 
the Table ae p z =5 he a Si a bg vy EDT 





Great Southern and Western Railway Bill [H.L. 4 — saaainis 
from the Select Committee with Amendments of ; .. 1492 


Handsworth Urban District Council Bill a with 


Amendments : 28 fs eh .. 1422 


Honley Urban District veges (Gas) Bill. — Reported without 
amendment ~ a sig - - .. 1422 
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Heywood and Middleton Water Board Bill [1.L.].—The Chairman 
of Committees informed the House that the opposition to the Bill 
was withdrawn ; The orders made on the 8th of March and Monday last 
discharged ; and Bill committed .. 1499 
Christ’s Hospital (London) Bill [u.L.].—Read 5¢; an Amendment 
made; Bill passed and sent to the Commons eA Fa .. 1499 
Bideford and Clovelly Railway (Abandonment) Bill [H.L.].— 
Read 3%, and passed, and sent to the Commons ng ie oo 1499 
Gravesend Gas Bill.—Read 3%, and passed ... .. 1422 
South Western and Isle of Wight Junction Railway Bill [1.L.]. 
Read 3¢; an Amendment made; Bill passed, and sent to the 
Commons 142? 
Bethlem Hospital Bill [u...]; Bridewell Hospital Bill [H.L.].—Read 3% 
and passed, and sent to the Commons - bis is > 1422 
Long Eaton Gas Bill; Tees Valley Water Board Bill ; Wells Corporation 
Water Bill.—Brought from the Commons; read 1¢; and referred to the 
Examiners 1499 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
Cuina, No. 5 (1901).—Further correspondence respecting the disturbances in 
China (in continuation of China, No. 1, 1901) 1423 
Soutu Arrica.—Return of buildings burnt in each month from June, 1900, 
to January, 1901, including farm buildings, mills, cottages, and hovels. 
Presented (by command), and ordered to lie on the Table 1423 
IMPERIAL DEFENCE (FINAL ACCOUNT).—Account of all moneys issued from the 
Consolidated Fund, of sums borrowed, and of transactions in relation to 
sums so borrowed, up to the 31st March, 1901, in pursuance of the Im- 
perial Defence Act, 1888 1425 
POLLING Districts (YORKSHIRE, WEST RIpING).—Order made by the County 
Council of the West Riding of Yorkshire, constituting polling districts 
and polling places in the parliamentary divisions of Otley, Ripon, Sowerby, 
Colne Valley, and Rotherham. Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), 
and ordered to lie on the Table .. “ a ae 1425 
UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND CAMBRIDGE ACT, 1877.—Statutes made by the 
Governing Body of Christ Church, Oxford, on 14th November and 5th 
December, 1900, respectively, amending Statute XXIII. (College Ex- 
hibitions) of the statutes of the College. Laid before the House (pursuant 
to Act), and to be printed. (No. 73) : 1423 
Alkali, etc., Works Regulation Bill [1.L.] — House in Committee 
(according to Order). Bill reported without Amendment, and _re- 
committed to the Standing Committee .. 1425 


House adjourned at twenty-five minutes before Five of the clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS: MONDAY, 13TH MAY, 1901. 


New Writs.—For the County of Salop (Western or Oswestry Division), in 

the room of Stanley Leighton, esquire, deceased.—(Sir William Walrond.) 

For the County of Essex (Northern or Saffron Walden Division), in 

the room of the hon. Armine Wodehouse, C.B., deceased.—(Mr. Herbert 
Gladstone.) 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
London Riverside Fish Markets Bill. [By Orper.|—Order for 


Consideration read. 


Mr. Gray (West Ham, N.) rr - 
Mr. Courtenay Warner (Staffordshire, Lich field) 


Amendment proposed— 
‘In page 8, line 17, after the word ‘ Act’ to insert the words * or 
under the Charter granted in the first year of the reign of His late 
Majesty King Edward the Third.” ’—(Vr. Ernest Gray.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


Discussion :— 

Sir Joseph Dimsdale (London) 

Mr. Lough (Islington, We): g. Ae ae ne 

Mr. Alexander Brown (Shropshire, Wellington) 

Mr. Caine (Cornwall, Camborne) - ie oS Es : 

The Chairman of Committees = J. W. Lowther, Cumberland, 
Penrith) : Xe ed es ae . 

Mr. Charrington (Tower Hassles: “Mile End) 


Question put. 
The House divided ;—Ayes, 126; Noes, 166. (Division List No. 183.) 
Bill to be read the third time. 


Private Bitts [Lords] (Standing Orders not Previously Inquired 
Into Complied — with).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report trom 
one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and w hich 
are applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz. :—City and South 
London Railway Bill [Lords]; London (City) School for Orphans of 
Freemen Bill [Lords]; Nitrate Railways Company Bill [Lords] ; Sheffield 
Corporation Bill [Lords]; Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time 


PRovisIoONAL OrDER Bitis [Lords] (Standing Orders Applicable thereto 
not Complied with).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from 
one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, which originated and is now pending in 
the Lords, and was referred by their “Lordships on the First Reading 
thereof, he has certified that the Standing Orders which are applicable 
thereto have not been complied with, viz. .—-Education Board Provisional 
Order Confirmation (London) Bill [Lords]. Ordered, That the Report 
be referred to the Select Committee on Standing Orders ; ; 


Dublin (St. James’ Gate Brewery) eneeall —_ — Read the 
third time, and. passed .. ee es “* ‘a 





CXV 


Page 


1428 
1430 
1430 
1431 


1432 
1434 


. 1437 


. 1438 


































exvi TABLE GF CONTENTS. 
May 13.) 


Ilkeston and Heanor Water Board Bill.—King’s consent signified. 
Bill read the third time, and passed 


North British sain Bill.—Read the third time, and a ean i 
Title} ; i P 


Tendring Hundred Water Biil.—Read the third time, and passed 


Aldershot Gas and Water Bill; Caledonian Railway Bill; Cleveland 
and Durham County Electric Power Bill; Kettering Urban District 
Water Bill; Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway (Various Powers) Bill ; 
London County Council (General Powers) Bill; Mansfield a ciaNe 
Bill.—As amended, considered ; to be read the third time 


Albion Steam Coal Company Bill [Lords]: Chester Gas Bill [Lords]; 
London United Tramways Bill; Royal Exchange Assurance Bill [Lords]. 
—Read a second time, and committed. 


Military Lands Provisional Orders Bill.—Kead the third time and 
passed = a ; a os a se : 


Grangemouth Water Provisional Order Confirmation Bill | Lords]. 
—As amended, considered ; to be read the third time to-morrow iy 


Hamilton Burgh Provisional Order Confirmation Bill | Lords|.—As 
amended, considered ; to be read the third time upon Monday next 


Scottish Provident Institution Provisional Order Confirmation Bill 
[Lords].—As amended, considered ; to be read the third time to-morrow 


Ardrossan Harbour Order Confirmation Bill; Ayr Harbour Order 
Confirmation Bill; Falkirk and District Tramways Order Confirmation 
Bill; Highland Railway Order Confirmation Bill ; Local Government 
(Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill ; Local Government Provisional 
Order (Gas) Bill.—Read a second time, and committed 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL OrpeERS (No. 7).—Bill to confirm certain 
Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to Bourne- 
mouth, Ludlow, and South Shields, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Grant Lawson and Mr. Long. 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill.—‘ To confirm 
certain Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to 
Bournemouth, Ludlow, and South Shields,” presented, and read the first 
time ; to be referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and 
to be printed. [Bill 178.] 


LocaAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 8).—Bill to confirm certain 
Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to the Nant- 
wich, the Ormskirk, Lathom, and Burscough, and the Orsett Joint 
Hospital Districts, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Grant Lawson and 
Mr. Long. 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill.—‘ To confirm 
certain Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to 
the Nantwich, the Ormskirk, Lathom, and Burscough, and the Orsett 
Joint Hospital Districts,” presented, and read the first time ; to be referred 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills and to be printed. [Bill 
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LocaL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL OrDERS (No. 9).—Bill to confirm certain 
Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to Aylesbury 
(Rural), Bristol, Chiswick, Doncaster (Rural), Dover, Hailsham (Rural), 
and Tavistock (Rural), ordered to be brought in by Mr. Grant Lawson 
and Mr. Long. 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill.—‘“To confirm 
certain Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to 
Aylesbury (Rural), Bristol, Chiswick, Doncaster (Rural), Dover, Hail- 
sham (Rural), and Tavistock (Rural),” presented, and read the first 
time ; to be referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. [Bill 180.] .. os m - ‘ sit we 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDERS (HOUSING OF WORKING CLASSES).— 
Bill to confirm certain Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board 
relating to Birkenhead and Prescot, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Grant Lawson and Mr. Long. 


Local Government Provisional Orders (Housing of Working 
Classes) Bill.—‘ To confirm certain Provisional Orders of the Local 
Government Board relating to Birkenhead and Prescot,”’ presented, and 
read the first time; to be referred to the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 181.] 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PROVISIONAL OrprRs (No. 4).—Bill to confirm 
certain Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board for Ireland 
relating to the urban districts of Dundalk, Enniskillen, Sligo, and Tralee, 
and the counties of Fermanagh, Kerry, Louth, Sligo, and Waterford, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Attorney General for Ireland and Mr. 
Wyndham. 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill.—‘‘To 
confirm certain Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board 
for Ireland relating to the urban districts of Dundalk, Enniskillen, Sligo, 
and Tralee. and the counties of Fermanagh, Kerry, Louth, Sligo, and 
Waterford,” presented, and read the first time; to be referred to the 
“xaminers of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 182.].. 


PRIVATE BILLs (Group M).—Mr. Caine reported from the Committee on Group 
M of Private Bills, That, in an to meet the convenience of parties, they 
had adjourned till Thursday next, at Eleven of the clock. Report to lie 
upon the Table 5 %, 


Private Bits (Group J).—Sir William Houldsworth reported from the 
Committee on Group J of Private Bills, That, for the convenience of parties, 
the Committee had adjourned till Wednesday next, at half-past Eleven of 
the clock. Report to lie upon the Table. as sf 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have passed a Bill, intituled, ‘“‘ An Act 
to authorise the Urban District Council of Prestatyn to purchase the 
undertaking of the Dyserth, Meliden, and Prestatyn Water Company ; 
and to authorise the Council to construct additional waterworks and to 
supply water within the districts and adjoining places.” Prestatyn 
Water Bill [Lords] .. ni i s ~ ‘i - sé 


Prestatyn Water Bill [Lords].—Read the first time; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills .. a8 Fe me 
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PETITIONS. 
Beer Bitt.—Petition from [pswich, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


Boroucu Funps Act (1872) AMENDMENT (LoNDoN) BiLi.—Petition from 
Kensington, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


Hospirats (Exemption From Rates) Biti.—Petition from Kensington, 
against ; to lie upon the Table 


Housinc oF WorKING CLASSES (REPAYMENT OF LOANS) BiILL.—Petition from 
Burton-upon-Trent, in favour; to lie upon the Table 


MARRIAGE WITH A DecEASED WIFE'S SISTER BiLt.—Petition from South 
Kensington, against ; to lie upon the Table 


Mines (Eigur Hours) Bit.—Petitions in favour, from Golden Vein ; 
Llynvi Valley ; Garth Merthyr ; Maesteg Merthyr ; Caedetaia ; Maesteg 
Deep ; Coegnant ; Caeran; Avon; Tygwynbach ; Argoed and Clynon ; 
Oakwood ; Varteg; and Bryn Navigation Collieries ; to lie upon the 
Table 


POLICE SUPERANNUATION (SCOTLAND) BILL.—Petition from Glasgow, against ; 
to lie upon the Table 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LiguORS ON SwunpAy Bi_i.—Petitions in favour, 
from Castle Donington (three) ; Stopsley ; Pokesdown ; Tunbridge Wells ; 
Perranwell ; Perranporth ; Zelah ; Callestick ; Wheal Frances ; Rose ; 
Bolingey ; Silverwell ;} Wilmslow (two) ; Hull ; Preston ; Kingsteignton ; 
Burslem ; West Pelton; Eye; Blaydon-on-Tyne; Dunston; Thirsk ; 
Swindon; Bermondsey ; Cowes; Southampton; Connah's Quay ; 
West Bromwich; Limber Magna; Bradford; Thornaby-on-Tees ; 
North Finchley ; Scunthorpe; Long Eaton; Leicester; Gateshead ; 
Madron ; Penzance ; and Heamoor ; to lie upon the ‘Table 


SALE oF INTOXICATING LiguoRS TO CHILDREN BILL.— 
Petition from Southampton, against ; to lie upon the Table. 
Petitions in favour from Salisbury ; Cowes; Darlington; Putney ; 
Rishton ; Barrow in-Furness ; Norton Canes ; Brownhills ; St. Pancras ; 
Isle of Thanet ; Manchester; Rettendon; Nelson; Briercliffe; Brad- 
ford; Padiham; Burnley; Resolven; and Stepney ; to lie upon the 
Table 


SALE oF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BiLL.—Petitions 
in favour, from Ayr; Fordoun; Alyth; Garioch ; Skene; Insh ; and 
Methven ; to lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND CAMBRIDGE AcT, 1877 (OxFoRD).—Copy pre- 
sented, of Statutes made by the Governing Body of Christ Church, Oxford, 
on 14th November and 5th December, 1900, respectively, amending 
Statute 23 (College Exhibitions) of the Statutes of that College [hy Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 169] ; ; : 


INDUSTRIAL PROPERTY AND MERCHANDISE MARKS.—Copy presented, of Papers 
and Correspondence relative to the Recent Meeting at Brussels of the 
Adjourned Conference of the Union for the Protection of Industrial 
Property (in continuation of [C. pig of Session =~ [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table de Vs . ; - ' 
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Licht Rattways Act, 1896.—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 
Ist April ; Mr. sie to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 


PoLLING Districts (WEST RIDING OF YORKSHIRE).—Copy presented, of Order 
made by the County Council of the West Riding of Yorkshire consti- 
tuting Polling Districts and Polling Places in the Parliamentary Divisions 
of Otley, Ripon, Sowerby, Colne Valley, and Rotherham [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table .. “s i “3 oe os - we “e 


Soutu Arrica.—Copy presented, of Return of Buildings burnt in each month 
from June, 1900, to January, 1901, including Farm Buildings, Mills. 
Cottages, and Hovels [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


RoyaL Irish ConsTaBuLarRy.—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 
26th March ; Mr. O'Doherty] ; to lie upon the Table 


Kast INprIA (FINANCIAL STATEMENT, 1901-2).—Return presented, relative 
thereto [Address 9th May ; Sir Henry Powder to lie upon the Table. 
and to be printed. [No. 171] - - - oe 


East [npraA (EsTIMATE).—Copy presented, of Estimate of Revenue and Ex- 
penditure of the Government of India for 1900-1901, compared with 
the results of 1899-1900 [by ak to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 172.] i se = — , 2 


East LNprta (FINANCE AND REVENUE ACcOoUNTS).—Copy presented, of Finance 
and Revenue Accounts of the Government of India for 1899-1900 [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table 


East InpiA (Home Accounts).—Copy presented, of Home Accounts of the 
Government of India [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[ No. 173] 





Paper Latp Upon THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE | y.—Copy 
of Report to the Lord Chancellor of the number of visits made, the number 
of patients seen, and the number of miles travelled by the visitors of 
lunaties between Ist October, 1900, and 31st March, 1901 [by Act] 


QUESTIONS. 


Sout AFRICAN WAR—ARMING OF NATIVES.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill 
(Donegal, S.); Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.) 

Zu.u Karrirs AND Borer Ratinc.—Question, Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford) wi - oe ee i fs ee i eu 

APFRICANDER CONGRESS AND Sirk ALFRED MILNER.—Question, Mr. Swift Mac- 
Neill ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


Sr. Hetena Guarps.—Question, Mr. Bathurst (Gloucestershire, Cirencester) : 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick 
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for the Militia be enrolled not exceeding 50,000 men; that the estab- 
lishment of the Yeomanry be raised from 12,000 to 35,000 ; and that 
eight regiments be enrolled for garrison service.’—(Mr. Secretary 
Brodrick.) 

Sir H. Camphell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) 1483 


Amendment proposed— 

“To leave out from the word * That’ to the end of the Question, 
in order to add the words, * This House, while desirous of supporting 
measures for improving the efficiency of the Army and securing Imperial 
defence, is of opinion that the proposals of His Majesty’s Government 
ure in many respects not adapted to the special wants of the Empire, 
and largely increase the burdens of the nation without adding substan- 
tially to its military strength.” "—(Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman.) 

Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Question.” 


Discussion :— 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) 
Mr. Charles Hobhouse (Bristol, E.) - ia ea 
Mr. Wylie (Dumbartonshire) 
Mr. Courtenay Warner (Sta ffords shire, Lich field) 
Mr. Cochrane (Ayrshire, N.) 
Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) 

Mr. Winston Churchill (Oldham) : ae 


Debate adjourned till to-morrow, at Two of the clocks 


CIVIL LIST [9TH May |.—Rese lutions reported. 


1. FINANCIALs 


‘That there be charged on the Consolidated Fund as from the demise 
of Her late Majesty the following annual payments :— 


For the King’s Civil List .. £470,000 
For retired allowances :—Such sums as may be required for 
the payment in each year of retired allowances granted 
by Her late Majesty or by His present Majesty to members 
ot Her late Majesty's household not exceeding in all a 25,000 
For Civil List Pensions :—Such sums as may be required for 
the payment in each year of Civil List pensions already 
granted or hereafter to be granted. 
For the Duke of Cornwall and York 20,000 
For the Duchess of Cornwall and York 10,000 
For the Duchess of Cornwall and York in the event of her 
surviving the Duke of Cornwall and York 30,000 
For His Majesty's daughters 18,000 
For Queen Alexandra in the event of ies surviving His 
: 70,000 


Majesty the King 

And that provision be made for continuing for a period of six months 

after the close of the present reign certain payments so charged which 
would otherwise be then determined. ” 


1504 
1521 
1530 
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2. AMENDMENT OF LAW. 


“That it is expedient to amend the law relating to the Civil List, the 
Hereditary Revenues, and Grants for the Royal Family.” 


Resolutions read a second time. 


Motion made, and Question put— 
“That this House doth agree with the Committee in the First 


Resolution.” 

The House divided :—Ayes, 248 ; Noes, 49. (Division List No. 184.) 

Second resolution agreed to. 

Bill ordered to be brought in by the Chairman of Ways and Means, Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, Mr. Balfour, Mr. Secretary Ritchie. 
and Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 

Mr. A. J. Balfour, by His Majesty’s Command, acquainted the House 
that His Majesty and Her Majesty have declared their Royal pleasure 
that the annuity granted to Her Majesty, as Princess of Wales, shall 


cease and determine. 


Civil List Bill.—‘ To make provision for the honour and dignity of the 
Crown and the Royal Family, and for the payment of certain allowances 
and pensions,” presented, and read the first time; to be read a second 
time upon Thursday, and to be printed. [Bill 183] 1579 


Adjourned at twenty minutes after Twelve of the clock. 


END oF TABLE OF CONTENTS TO VOLUME XCIII. 
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THE 


PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES 


(AUTHORISED EDITION) 


IN THE 


SECOND SESSION or tHe TWENTY-SEVENTH PARLIAMENT OF THE 


Unitep Kineapom or GREAT BRITAIN ann IRELAND, 1S THE 


First YEAR OF THE REIGN OF 


HIS MAJESTY KING EDWARD VIL. 


FIFTH VOLUME OF SESSION. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. And also the Certificate that the 
further Standing Orders applicable to 


Monday, 29th April, 1901. the following Bill have not been complied 


ae ae with :— 
ROYAL ASSENT. London, Tilbury, and Southend Rail- 
way. 
COMMISSION. The same were ordered to lie upon the 
The following Bill received the Royal Table. 
Assent :— 


RODGERS’ PATENT BILL [u.1.]. 
Army (Annual). : 
Presented (pursuant to leave given on 
eephe cater, : Friday last), and read 1°. 
PRIVATE BILi. BUSINESS. 
-_——— MERSEY DOCKS AND HARBOUR 
BOARD BILL [H.1.]. 

The King’s consent signified ; and Bill 
reported from the Select Committee with 
Amendments. 


The Lore CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates 
from the Examiners that the further 
oe Orders applicable to the fol-| yew SWINDON GAS BILL [1.1.} 
owing Bills have been complied with : 


Cnicenek tt Reported with Amendments. 
x S ras. 


Finchley and Hendon Tramways [1.1. 1 BATH GAS LIGHT AND COKE 
Honley Urban District Council (Gas). | BILL [H.L.]. 

London Bridge Widening. | 
Great Northern Railway. 
Bury Corporation Tramways. 


Reported with Amendments. 


| CENTRAL LONDON RAILWAY BILL 


ie saad | [H.L.]. 
Also the Certificate that no further | 


iciciiliaiin: Miia, ax leat | The order made on the 12th March 
Standing Orders are applica ble to the | last for the commitment of the Bill, and 
following Bill :— 


| for the Committee to be proposed by the 
Thames and Severn Provisional Order. | | Committee of Selection, discharged. 
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Returns, 


Moved that the Bill be divided into 
two parts, viz.— 


Central London Railway (No. 1) Bill; 
and 


Central London Railway (No. 2) Bill 
—(The Chairman of Committees) ; agreed 
to; and Bill divided accordingly. 


Then it was moved that the Reports 
of the Kxaminers on the Central London 
Railway Bill be held to apply to the 
Central London Railway (No. 1) Bill and 
to the Central London Railway (No. 2) 
Bill ; agreed to. 


CENTRAL LONDON RAILWAY 
(No. 1) BILL [4.1]. 
Committed ; the Committee to be pro- 
posed by the Committee of Selection ; 
all petitions presented praying to be 
heard by counsel against the Central 
London Railway Bill [1.1.| to be deemed 


to have been presented against the 
Central London Railway (No. 1) Bill 
! 

| H.L. |. 

COLWYN BAY AND COLWYN URBAN 


DISTRICT GAS BILL. 


Brought from the Commons ; 
and referred to the Examiners. 


read 1¢; 


DRAINAGE AND IMPROVEMENT OF 
LANDS (IRELAND) PROVISIONAL 
ORDER BILL. 


Brought from the Commons ; read 14 ; 


to be printed ; and reterred to the 

Examiners. (No. 44.) 

GAS AND WATER ORDERS CONFIR- 
MATION BILL [4.1]. (No. 41.) 


A Bill to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders made by the Board of Trade 
under the authority of the Gas and Water 
Works Facilities Act, 1870, relating to 
Bexhill Water and Gas, High Wycombe 
Gas, Portsea Slough and 
Woking District Gas. 


Gas, 


Gas, 


GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION BILL 
[H.L.]. (NO. 42.) 

A Bill to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders made by the Board of Trade 
under the authority of the Gas and Water 
Works Facilities Acts, 1870, relating to 
Horsham Gas, Nuneaton Gas, Pinner 
Gas, and Swaffham Gas. 


{LORDS} 


Reports, We. 


WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 1) BILL [1.1.]. (No. 43.) 

A Bill to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders made by the Board of Trade 
under the authority of the Gas and 
Water Works Facilities Act, 1870, rela- 
ting to Frimley and Farnborough District 
Water, Henley-on-Thames Water, Hun- 
gerford Water, South Staffordshire 
Water, and Wokingham Water. 

Were presented by the Earl of Hard- 
wicke (for the Earl of Dudley) : read 1°; 
to be printed; and referred to the Ex- 
aminers. 


PAISLEY GAS PROVISIONAL ORDER 
BILL. 
Read 2¢ (according to order). and 


committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House to-morrow. 


RETURNS, REPORTS ETC. 





TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES 
No. Austria-Hungary (Trieste): 
No. 2584. Turkey (Palestine) ; 

No. 2585. Nicaragua (Trade for the 

vear 1900). 


2583 


PRISONS UNTERNATIONAL PENITEN- 
TIARY CONGRESSES AT PARIS AND 
BRUSSELS IN 1895 AND 1900. 

Report tothe Secretary of State forthe 
Home Department on the proceedings 
of the Fifth and Sixth International 
Penitentiary Congresses, by Mr. E. 
Ruggles-Brise, C.B.. Chairman of thi 


Prison Commission tor England and 
Wales. and British Delegate. 
IRISH LAND COMMISSION (PRO- 


CEEDINGS). 
Return tor the month of December, 
1900, 


AGRARIAN OUTRAGES 

Return for the quarter ended 
Mareh, 1901. 

Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie upon the Table. 


(IRELAND). 
31st 


SUPERANNUATION, 
Treasury Minute, dated 20th April, 
1901, declaring that Charles Elliott. 
labourer in the Royal Laboratory in the 
service of the War Office, was appointed 
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without a Civil Service certificate 
through inadvertence on the part of the 
head of his department ; laid before the 
House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to 
lie on the Table. 


WIDOWS AND ORPHANS OF 
SOLDIERS AND SAILORS. 

A Message ordered to be sent to the 
House of Commons to propose that the 
Joint Committee do meet in Committee 
Room A on Thursday next at Three 
of the clock. 


LONDON UNDERGROUND RAILWAYS. 

A Message ordered to be sent to the 
House of Commons to propose that the 
Joint Committee do meet in Committee 
Room B on Thursday next at two of the 
clock. 


PETITION. 


TRAMWAYS (CONSENTS OF LOCAL 
AUTHORITIES). 

Petition against the amendment of 
Standing Order No. 22 of St. Pancras 
Corporation ; read, and ordered to lie 
on the Table. 

MILITARY INSTRUCTION (SCHOOLS 
AND CADETS) BILL [H.1.}. 


{SECOND READING. } 
Order of the Day for Second Reading 
read. 


*ViscounT FRANKFORT DE MONT- 
MORENCY: My Lords, before explain- 
ing the objects of this Bill, [think I ought 
to say that for some time a large number 
of schools have been doing good work in 
the matter of drill. Drill is one of the 
subjects laid down by the Charity Com- 
missioners, who control the majority of 
the public secondary schools, but there 
is no authority which undertakes to 
supervise the method of instruction, the 
result being that in many schools drill is 
neglected, or only taught to a portion 
of the scholars. The present system, or 
rather want of system, is very unsatis- 
factory. There is no recognised method 
of teaching and no supervision, and | 
believe there is no way of insisting upon 


the school authorities carrying out the 
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intention of the Charity Commissioners. 
Still, the fact remains that it is the duty 
of public schools to teach drill. I men- 
tion this, my Lords, to show that the aim 
of this Bill is for some recognised system 
of teaching and some regular organisa- 
tion. I have introduced this Bill to put 
drill and military instruction on a sound 
permanent footing. The Bill has been 
drawn up in the main by Dr. Warre 
(Headmaster of Eton College) and Mr. 
Gull (Headmaster of the Grocers’ 
Company's School), and it was approved 
by the Headmasters’ Conference, repre- 
senting 102 of the larger schools, and by 
the Associated Corporation of Head- 
masters, representing 450 of the smaller 
schools. I think it may be fairly said 
that a large proportion of the gentlemen 
engaged in teaching the youth of the 
country are entirely in favour of some 
recognised system of instruction being 
laid down. The Bill provides that the 
youth of the country shall undergo a 
course of militarv instruction as part of 
their education. Being taught at the 
most receptive period oi their lives they 
would in later years be ready, at a few 
days notice, to take their place in the 
ranks. | know this is disputed. In 
fact, some go so far as to sav that ina 
few years they would have forgotten 
everything they had learned. But the 
Commander-in-Chief, Lord Roberts, 
writes 

“Lads who have been efficiently trained 
would probably become quite as effective 
soldiers in an equally short space of time as 
would reserve men after being absent from the 
colours three or four years.” 


It is intended to provide some per- 
manent regulation for imparting military 
instruction (to include physical drill) by 
the formation of what may be called 
instructional corps, being either corps 
formed in connection with publie schools, 
or cadet corps, companies, and battalions 
formed under the Volunteer Regulations. 
It is hoped that the Bill will make it 
possible to regulate, encourage, and de- 
velop these instructional corps, so that 
they will form a valuable source of supply 
of officers as well as of rank and file for 
the Regular and Auxiliary forces of the 
Crown. The Secretary of State for War 
has Just appointed a Committee to inquire 
into the education of officers, and one of 
the members of that Committee—the 


A2 
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headmaster of a school well known to 
your Lordships—takes great interest in 
this Bill. The Bill deals mainly with the 
training ot lads at school to take their 
place among the rank and file if our 
country were ever threatened with in- 
vasion, but Clause 4 enacts that, if the 
Secretary of State directs, military in- 


struction may be given in the following | 


subjects—namely, physical and element- 
ary drill and instruction in musketry, 
manceuvre, and the elements of military 
topography and military engineering. 
If the Secretary of State does direct these 
subjects to be given. you have at once a 
foundation for this Committee to work on. 
The Bill provides for a capitation grant 
of 10s. for efficient cadets under the age 
of seventeen years, for instruction. for 
armsand ammuniticn, and the use of the 
War Department’s ranges for musketry 
practice. It is impossible to work out 
the cost. as we are unable to say what 
standard of efficiency the Government 
will lay down as necessary in order that 
cadets may earn this capitation grant, 
but it cannot possibly be great. The 
instructors would be non-commissioned 
officers. They are already in the pay of 
the Government, and therefore no cost 
would be incurred under this head. Any 
extra tees for instruction would be paid 
for by the schools out of the capitation 
grant. Naturally the lads would use 
second-class arms, which may just as 
well be in the school store-rooms, which 
this Bill insists upon schools providing, 
as in the Government arsenals. Arms 
would therefore cost nothing. As to 
ammunition, the expense would not be 
large. It would depend upon the number 
of rounds given by the Government 
gratuitously. If the Government gave 
two million rounds, the cost would be 
about £8,000. What the schools pur- 
chased would of course be paid for by the 
schools out of the capitation grant. I do 
not see what expense the Government 
would be put to in the matter of ranges. 
The markers and any damage done would 
he paid for by the schools out of the 
capitation grant. 

Now I come to the capitation grant 
itself, which is not so large as I should 
like to see it. It is more than probable 
that the Government will insist---and | 
think they will do so rightly —that muske- 


try must be a large factor in the earn- | 


Viscount Frankfort de Montmorency. 


{LORDS} 
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ing of the capitation grant. In that case 
the whole of the smaller boys would have 
no possible chance of earning anything, 
so that I do not see how it could cost 
more than £50,000. But suppose it 
costs £100,000, it is money well invested. 
for in a few years a goodly proportion of 
the young men of the country would be 
drilled and ready for any emergency. 
With regard to corps in connection with 
schools, the Bill would provide for two 
classes of corps--(a) Artillery, Engineer, 
and Rifle Volunteer corps; (6) junior 
Volunteer corps. Artillery, Engineer, and 
Rifle Volunteer corps in connection with 
schools would be formed, as heretofore. 
under the Volunteer Acts. but boys 
would be enrollable on attaining the age 
of fourteen years, instead of, as_ pre- 
viously, on attaining the age of 
seventeen years the general age for 
enrolment of Volunteers. Junior Volun- 
teer corps would be formed in schools by 
the school authority, with the consent of 
the Secretary of State. for the purpose 
of ‘giving military instruction to all 
pupils who had attained the age of twelve 
years, whose parents or guardians con 
sented to their becoming members oi 
such corps. The Bill also provides that 
vadet corps and companies and cadet 
battalions already formed or to be formed 
may come under certain provisions of 
this Act. That is briefly the purport of 
the Bill. It has been well said that the 
advantage of having a large percentage 
of the educated youth of the country 
conversant with military work would be 
considerable. The effect upon the educa- 
tion of officers would be greatly felt, and 
level. The Regular Army and Auxiliary 
it would tend to raise it to a higher 
forces would have a living source from 
which to derive their officers in’ the 
future. It would be a kind of policy of 
insurance for the safety of the country. 
Drill is a most popular subject in schools. 
Boys like it. and there is no question as to 
its advantages in connection with phy- 
sical development, the promotion of 
discipline, and the encouragement of 
patriotic feeling. Lord Wolseley has ex- 
pressed himself strongly in favour of all 
boys being drilled. The noble and 
gallant Viscount said—- 

“As a species of physical training drill is a 
great benefit to all boys; it opens the lungs. 
exercises the museles, and imparts a manly 
bearing.” 
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But, my Lords, the moral training it 
affords is a far more important factor in 
national education. It teaches qualities 
no book-knowledge can supply. and yet 
without which no young man can be 
regarded as well brought up—I mean 
habits of punctuality, personal tidiness, 
smartness of appearance, quickness of 
apprehension, respect of superiors, and 
obedience to those in authority. In 
fact, the discipline of both mind and 
body working together turns out a good 
citizen. As cadet corps increase in 
number a proper system of organisa- 
tion becomes absolutely necessary, 
and it is to enable such a system to 
be thoroughly carried out that we 
are asking for the help of the Govern- 
ment. We ask them for instructors, 
arms, and ammunition. the use of ranges, 
and the annual inspection of cadets by a 
competent military officer. Without 
this assistance | am afraid we shall not 
get the best results. but with it I am sure 


this movement will succeed and will have | 


far-reaching results, lifting the whole 
military education of the country on toa 
higher level. 

It may be thought by some that the 
object of this Bill is to put military work 
at the head of all school work, but that is 
not the ease ; it is to instruct boys while 
young in order that they may, when 
older, be ready to help in the defence of 
the country at short notice. It will 
make very little alteration in the cur- 
riculum of schools. Most schools at the 
present moment have cadet corps. There- 
fore, drill will go on as at present, 
except that it will be properly organised 
and will naturally be attended with 
better results. I hope, my Lords, that | 
have made the object of this Bill clear. 
There can be no doubt as to its advan- 
tages to the country when we consider 
that should it become law we would have 
in a few years large numbers of the 
edueated youth trained in military sub- 
jects, some to a high order, spread over 
the whole of England, ready to repel a 
military raid if our hearths and homes 
were ever threatened, to say nothing of 
the numbers who would join the rank 
and file from the elementary schools as 
well as the secondary schools with a good 
knowledge of military work. Surely 
this is worth consideration at the hands 
of the Government, even if it costs more 
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‘than I think it will. Why should not 
the mother country do what its children 
are doing? In all our colonies cadet corps 
are fully recognised, and they already 
receive from their Governments what we 
are asking now from His Majesty's 
Government. The war in South Atrica 
has proved the use of such corps. In 
Natal, as soon as the colony was 
threatened, the older hands left their 
professions and their businesses ; the 
senior cadets left their books, and the 
whole in a few hours were in the saddle 
and ready for field service. That is how 
we should be in England. The magnifi- 
cent contingents Canada, Australia, and 
New Zealand sent to South Africa, 
which have done such splendid service 
during the war, owe, in the vast majority 
of cases, their military knowledge to the 
training they received as cadets at school. 
| beg to move the Second Reading ot 


this Bill. 


Moved, That the Bill be now read 24.— 
| (Lord Frankfort de Montmorency). 


*THe UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror WAR (Lord RaGianx): My 
Lords, the Government are fully aware 
of the enormous advantage likely to 
accrue from the training of the youth of 
the countryin habits of military discipline. 
All civilised nations do so train the youth 
of the country, but they wait until they 
have arrived at the military age. Habits 
of discipline, of punctuality. and of 
obedience, inculcated in early life, are, of 
course, of the greatest possible benefit. 
Drill is, as the noble Viscount has pointed 
out, a pleasant form of athletics, and, 
generally speaking, boys are very much 
devoted to it. Target shooting, again, 
is a most interesting and useful exercise, 
and too much cannot be said in favour of 
encouraging it. If all this could be 
done without any very great expense, 
as the noble Viscount seems to think, 
there would be no doubt as to the course 
which should be adopted. But when it 
involves large financial aid from the 
public funds, it behoves us to examine 
most carefully into the whole scheme, 
and to consider its drawbacks as well as its 
advantages. 

There can be no question that the 
expense will be far greater than the noble 
Viscount seems to imagine. It is hardly 
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colossal expenditure. At the 


for industrial schools. 


adding to the armed forces of the Crown, 
all of them calling for grants of public 
money. I would also like to point out 
in the Volunteer fore. That increase, 
which has been going on for some years, 
has, since the commencement of the war 
in South Africa eighteen months ago, 
proceeded by leaps and bounds. If this 
increase continues at the same rate as it is 
going on now we shall find ourselves 
within measurable distance of possessing 
more Volunteers than we shall be able 
profitably to employ in the defence of the 
country. For years there has been 
great difficulty in providing officers and 
non-commissioned officers for a very large 
mass of the Auxiliary forces, and I cannot 
see, therefore. that any very large 
be imperfectly trained would tend to the 
military strength of the country. In 
the Bill the noble Viscount asks for a 
good deal more than he mentioned in 
his speech. The Bill asks, first of all, 
for annual inspections by competent 
military authorities. It then asks for a 
capitation grant of 10s. per head, and for 
all the allowances now made to the 
Volunteers. At the end of Clause 6 
there are these words— 

“Provided always that the various allow- 

ances provided for in the Volunteer Regu- 
lations shall also be granted to every efficient 
member of school corps.” 
The noble Viscount omitted any reference 
in his speech to that little paragraph. 
The Bill further asks for paid instructors, 
for schools of instruction, for officers and 
allowances, for pay to officers when attend- 
ing schools of instruction, for arms, 
ammunition, and stores free, for the use 
of ranges, and for freedom from rates 
in respect of all store houses, etc. 


Lord Raglan. 


‘LORDS! 


necessary for me to point out to your! 
Lordships that the time of the officials 
in the War Office has been fully occupied 
of late, and that we have had but little 
time to consider a scheme of so far- 
reaching a character and entailing a 
present 
moment the land forces of the Crown 
consist of the Regular Army, the Militia, 
the Yeomanry, and the Volunteers. 
There are, besides, cadet battalions and 
cadet corps ; and lately there have been 
introduced civilian rifle clubs and drill 
Many other sug- 
gestions have been brought forward for 


that lately there has been a large increase 


addition of men who must necessarily | 
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I will tell the noble Viscount how far 
we are able to go in this matter. I am 
pleased to tell him that we shall be able 
to arrange that these cadet corps shall be 
inspected by competent military authori- 
ties. With regard to the question of 
officers attending schools, substantive 
commissions have been granted to the 
officers in these cadet corps and battalions, 
and pay and allowances at the usual rate 
given to Volunteer officers will be granted 
to them while attending the schools. 
The use of ranges we most readily grant 
to these cadet corps when they are not 
required for other purposes. As_ to 
arms, at the present moment the cadet 
corps and battalions are provided with 
arms half serviceable and half unservice 
able, but good enough for drill purposes, 
and we hope that when the obsolete 
carbines are returned into store we shall 
be able to issue some of them to these 
corps. By the Bill of my noble friend 
public elementary schools are exempted 
from its operation. I do not see how it 
would be possible in a matter of this 
kind to draw the line there. We should 
be opening a door that we could not 
possibly shut If it is to the advantage 
of the country that youths should be 
drilled and trained, we should by that 
limitation be leaving out youths who 
certainly require as much training as 
those in secondary schools. Why should 
we limit this advantage to the children 
of the upper and middle classes and cut 
out those of the working classes ! I 
have had some difficulty in arriving at 
any figures on this subject, but [ am 
informed that the number of boys in the 
public elementary schools in Great 
Britain is about 2,700,000. About a 
quarter of that number would be eligible 
under this Bill to receive these particular 
sums of money from the public funds, 
and I estimate that about 400,000 
would join these corps. The average 
cost of a Volunteer is, in round figures, 
£6, which includes his capitation grant, 
special allowances, the proportion of pay 
and pension earned in the Volunteers 
by instructors who belong to the Regular 
Army, grants of ammunition, and so 
forth. The only difference this Bill 
makes is to lower the capitation grant 
from 35s. to 10s. That would bring the 
cost of these cadets to £4 15s. per head. 
Therefore, assuming that 400,000 lads 








far 
am 
ible 
| be 
ori- 

of 
ive 
the 
ns, 
ate 
ted 
Is. 


ot 
to 








13 Military Instruction 


were trained, they would cost close on 
£2,000,000 a year; and there would 
naturally be an agitation to extend the 
privilege to the public elementary schools, 
in which case the expenditure would be 
multiplied four or five times. 

With £2,000,000 a year many things 
might be done to increase the efficiency 
of the Army. To begin with, you could 
practically increase the pay of the warrant 
officers, non-commissioned officers, and 
men of the Regular Army by 30 per cent., 
and you could double your force of Militia. 
There is another direction in which I 
venture to think you might spend the 
money with even better results—namely, 
in extending institutions similar to the 
Duke of York’s School and the Royal 
Hibernian School, than which no in- 
stitutions are doing better work. The ex- 
cellence of the non-commissioned officers 
derived from these schools is beyond all 
praise. Lam sure that any philanthropic 
persons wishing to found an institution 
which would confer benefit on the country 
could not do better than found such an 
institution as the Duke of York's School. 
Il am certain no Government would 
object to pay for its upkeep. In such a 
«chool £2,000,000 a year would keep 
100,000 boys. But if we could expend 
this enormous sum of money for what 
is, after all, a secondary military object, 
our military advisers would naturally ask 
why we could not spend a considerable 
part of it on branches of the land forces 
which would be immediately available 
for war. The spending of this large 
sum of money under the Bill will have no 
immediate result ; these lads, however 
high their patriotism, and however 
excellent the pitch of training to which 
they are brought, must of necessity be so 
youthful as to be unable to serve their 
country in the field, and they would be 
under no obligation whatever to serve 


their country in the future, when they | 


had arrived at a time when they could do 
so. Lam afraid we cannot support the 
Bill, and if the noble Viscount carries it to 
a division His Majesty’s Government will 
be compelled to vote against it. 


Eart SPENCER: My Lords, I confess } 


that the speech of the noble Lord the 
Under Secretary for War has somewhat 


surprised me, ior in reading the Bill I) 


did not gather that it was intended to go 
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| to such a gigantic expense as the noble 
| Lord suggested. I need not go into the 
question of the desirability of introducing 
military and physical drill into our 
schools, as that is fully admitted. I believe 
that in Scotland at this moment, under 
a very able Minute of my noble friend the 
Secretary for Scotland, a good deal is 
being done in that respect in the elemen- 
tary schools, and with very beneficial 
results to the children. When I read 
the Bill I certainly felt considerable 
difficulty in adopting the whole of it. 
but I am very much in favour of doing 
something to put schools which have 
already enrolled Volunteers on a better 
and more permanent footing. Subject 
to certain conditions it would be a desir- 
able thing that the age of enrolment 
should be extended to fourteen years 
instead of seventeen. But the measure 
goes too far in regard to the facilities, 
such as arms and ammunition, that it 
tries to obtain from the Government, 
and the proposal that the capitation 
grant should go to children below the 
age of seventeen, and even as young as 
twelve, would, | think, be extremely 
objectionable. As the noble Lord the 
Under Secretary has said, it would 
involve a very large and enormous 
expenditure, and you could not be certain 
that such children would hereafter join 
the Army or be of any use in improving 
recruiting. The noble Lord laid stress on 
the great increase at the present moment 
of the Volunteer force, and said that 
very shortly we might have more Volun- 
teers than we could possibly employ if 
necessity arose. I should like to look 
on this Bill as a military instruction Bill, 
for I believe that by lowering the age of 
enrolment to fourteen the Army would 
materially benefit. I therefore regret 
to hear that the noble Lord the Under 
Secretary is prepared to throw the Bill 
out on Second Reading. The measure, 
in the particular section relating to mili- 
tary instruction, seems to possess con- 
siderable advantages, and if the Bill 
passed the Second Reading I certainly 
should be prepared to strike out the 
clause which extends the capitation to 
children of twelve and under fourteen. 
The drill of such young children ought 
to be provided for either voluntarily, or, 
as in Scotland, it might be given in the 
| public elementary schools. Though no 
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specific public grant is given for drill in; great pity if the Government stopped 
Scotland, yet etticiency in it is considered | such a Bill on the Second Reading, and I 
when the grant is paid. Having such | hope they will reconsider their decision. 
strong sympathy with part of the mea- 
sure, | should be sorry to see it entirely | 
thrown out. 
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Viscount CROSS : I hope the Govern- 
/ment will allow the Bill to be read a 
‘second time. I admit that it goes a good 
THe LORD CHANCELLOR (The deal too far as it is drawn, but that can be 
Earl of Hatssury): I think I ought to altered in Committee. I should be sorry 
remind the House that the clause giving | to see a non possumus put out, because the 
a capitation grant will have to be struck | movement is one in which the public 
out, because it imposes a new tax, which | schools take a very great part, and the 
cannot be originated in this House. head master of Eton is deeply interested 
in the promotion of the measure. Great 
Tue SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND benefit might accrue if some parts of the 
{Lord Ba.rour of BurieiGH): The Bill were carried, and I trust it will not 
noble Earl so pointedly referred to be thrown out on Second Reading. 
the Scottish Minute that I feel compelled 
to say that there is nothing in the action Ear, CARRINGTON : I should like 
taken by the Scottish Education Depart- to urge that the principle of this move- 
ment which is in the slightest degree ment should be recognised by giving the 
inconsistent with the action of the noble Bill a Second Reading. | was certainly 
Lord the Under Secretary of State for somewhat staggered at the statement ot 
War in commenting adversely on this the Under Secretary for War that the 
Bill. scheme proposed in the Bill would cost 
two millions. That certainly seems a 
Eart SPENCER: I did not intend to large estimate. Still, I hope the Govern- 
urge that. I only brought it forward ment will, taking into consideration the 
to show that it was necessary to have remarks of the noble Viscount who has 
drill in some way. just spoken, allow the Bill to pass its 
Second Reading, subsequently cutting 
Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: I oyt the sixth clause. ; 
accept the explanation of the noble Lord. 
The action of the Under Secretary for *THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
War is in line with the policy which we FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess ot 
have adopted in Scotland. It this matter LANSDOWNE): My Lords, I think the 
is taken up at all, 1 think it should be in noble Viscount who moved the Second 
connection with the ordinary work of the Reading of this Bill is to be congratulated, 
elementary schools, at any rate in its because he has received from all those 
earlier stages, and not in connection with | Members of your Lordships’ House 
the special and more expensive agency | who have spoken nothing but adhesion 
proposed by the Bill. to the principles which this Bill 
endeavours to enforce. Those principles 
*Tue Eart or JERSEY: I| hope the } are, I understand, two—in the first place, 





Government will allow the Bill to be read 
a second time and goto Committee. The 
Under Secretary has admitted that the 
figures he quoted had not been carefully 
considered by the War Office owing to 
pressure of work. I am quite certain 
that there is no desire on the part of those 
who are promoting this Bill to involve 
the country in a very large expenditure. 
Their great object is that the youth of the 
country should be taught in their early 
days one of the great duties of citizens, 
namely, to prepare themselves to repel 
foreign invasion. It would be a very 


Earl Spencer. 





that it is good from an educational point 
of view, and good for their health and 
physical development, that the youth ot 
the country should undergo a certain 
amount of military drill during their 
school course ; and, in the second place, 
that it is desirable that we should, as far 
as possible, make use of the education 
given to the youth of this country at 
school for the purpose of encouraging 
them after they have completed that 
education to take their place in the mili- 
tary forces of the Crown. Nobody will, 
I think, be found ready to say a word 
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against either of those principles. I 
am bound to say that I think the noble 
Viscount also deserves our thanks for 
the courage which he has shown in 
embodying his proposals in a Bill. Too 
often the advocates of new _ legis- 
Jative proposals are content with vague 
and hazy resolutions. The noble 
Viscount has formulated his proposals, 
and has in consequence encountered a 
certain amount of detailed criticism, 
which he might have escaped had he 
taken the less courageous course. | 
must say, with regard to the criticism 
offered by my noble friend the Under 
Secretary for War, that I do not think 
that criticism at all went beyond what 
was justifiable under the circumstances. 
There is no doubt whatever that this 
Bill is very far-reaching, and I will under- 





take to say that no Bill of the kind has | 
ever been carried in Parliament upon the | 


initiative of a private Member. If your 
Lordships will consider for one moment 


what this Bill does, | think you will | 
The 


scarcely dispute what I have said. 
first clause lays down that, notwith- 
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Secretary of State is empowered to make 
regulations for the general government 
and discipline of any of these corps. 
Well, my Lords, that is militarism 
with a vengeance. The governing body 
and the masters of school are to be 
pushed on one side, and the Secretary 
of State is to be brought in, with a 
military imperium in imperio tor all 
schools. I notice the proposal with a 
certain amount of pleasure, for it seems 
to me to denote an amount of confidence 
in the Secretary of State which has not 
always been exhibited. 

Some complaint was made of my 
noble friend, because it was alleged that 
he had taken a much too alarmist view 
of the cost to which the public would 
be put were this Bill to become law, 
but my noble frend was perfectly 
correct. As I have shown your Lerd- 
ships. there is no limit to the number 
of lads who may be enrolled, and | will 


“undertske to say that while the present 


standing anything in the Volunteer Acts | 


or Regulations, any pupil in a public 


school, after attaining the age of fourteen, | 


may be enrolled in the muster roll of any 
public school rifle corps. It will be seen 
that there is absolutely no limit to the 
numbers. Then the second clause enacts 
that the pupils of all these schools who are 
under fourteen years of age may 
enrolled in a junior corps. 
clause is found a provision, to which 
attention has not been called, to the 
effect that— 


“Cadet corps and companies and cadet | ; his 
| grant for 2mmunmtion, arms, and stores. 


battalions, whether formed in connection with 
a public school or formed otherwise in accord- 
ance with the Volunteer Regulations may be 
maintained.” ; 


So that literally there is no limit what- 
ever to the number of young men and 
lads who may annually be enrolled 
under the provisions of the Bill. I 


want to call the attention of the House | 


be | 
In the third | 
|arms, ammunition, and stores. 


| grant. 





| 


to the manner in which these new forces | 


are to be dealt with. They may be 
given such military instruction as the 
Secretary of State may direct ina number 
of subjects which are enumerated. Thev 
may be annually inspected in such a 


manner as the Secretary of State for | 
Under Clause 10 the 


War may direct. 


wave of military enthusiasm 1s passing 
over the country, lads could be enrelled 
by the hundred thousand. All of them 
are to receive capitation grants and 
instruction at the public expense, and 
masters and instructors are to be allowed 
free attendance at military schools of 
instruction, and are to be allowed to 
obtain certificates for instruction, which 
I presume will entitle them to remunera- 
tion. Then, in the eighth clause, it is 
provided that the Secretary of State 
may supply, at the public expense, 
This is 
something additional to the capitation 
The capitation grant may be 
earned, and on the top of that comes this 


And, last of all, this great hoard of youth- 
fu) warriors 1s to be turned loose on the 
public rifle ranges, which, es we all 
know, «re net too numerous and none 
too extensive to meet the requirements 
of the Regular Army. ‘Therefore | 
say that the Under Secretary of Scate 
was justified m warning your Lord- 
sh-ps that th:s Bill did mean a very serious 
pubhe expenditure. We are well aware 
that at the present time military ex- 
penditure is advancing by leaps and 
bounds, and we are at this moment 
passing through the somewhat sobering 
process of considering how the bill for 
all these things is to be paid. | think 
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the representative of the War Office is 
amply justified in suggesting to the 
House that, if proposals of this kind, 
so tar-reaching and so revolutionary, 
are to be taken up, they should be taken 
up on the initiat:ve of His Majesty's 
Government. and after very careful 
examination of the expenditure involved. 
That, I think. is a fair note of warning 
to strike. On the other hand, we should 
be extremely reluctant to take any 
course in this House that might bear 
the appearance of hostility to the prin- 
ciples to which I have referred as govern- 
ing the Bill of my noble friend. I would 
therefore suggest, for your Lordships’ 
consideration. that the Second Reading 
might be allowed to pass unchallenged, 
hut. of upon the clear under- 
standing that we undertake no respon- 
sibility whatever in regard to the further 
stages of the Bill, and that it is submitted 
for the proper examination and _ criti- 
cism of the responsible department. 


course, 


On Question. agreed to: Bill read 2¢ 
accordingly, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 


THE NEW EDUCATION CODE. 

*THeE Lord Bishop or HERE- 
FORD: My Lords, | rise to call attention 
to certain proposed alterations in the 
new Education Code. I am informed 
that the ordinary period during which 
the Code lies on the Table of the House 
has already elapsed. That being the 
case | have to thank the noble Duke 
the Lord President of the Council for his 
willingness to answer such questions as 
| desire to put to him with respect to 
some of the changes contemplated in the 
new Code. While there are a_ great 
many changes to which. having had 
some experience in school work, I feel 
considerable objection, | will confine my 
remarks to three or four of the clauses 
which deal with the subjects that seem to 
me to be the most important. Article 
41 of the Code deals with the instruction 
of pupil teachers, who, as a rule, com- 
mence their period of training at the age 
of fourteen or fifteen. Their indentures 
generally run over three or four years, 
so that this clause deals with the instruc- 
tion of these young people from the age, 
say. of fourteen till eighteen. The rule 
under the previous Code has been that 

The Marquess of Lansdowne. 
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these pupil teachers should be required 
to pass an annual examination, accord- 
ing to a schedule of subjects, and it 
seems to a great many of us that this 
rule was a very good one, and that it 
tended to give these pupil teachers a 
systematic instruction all through these 
important years of their training. The 
change which is to come into operation 
in April, 1902, is to this effect, that after 
admission as pupil teachers at the age 
of fourteen or fifteen these young persons 
are not to be subjected to any public or 
general examination until they come to 
the end of their period of training. 
Therefore, during the three or four 
years of their training they are practi- 
cally left without one of the strongest 
motives for carrying on their continuous 
and systematic study, and doing their 
best for the development of their facul- 
ties. This change seems to me to give 
great encouragement to cramming for 
the examination at the last moment, 
and managers and teachers will slacken 
off their instruction year by year during 
this period, because the supervision of 
an inspector is not at all the same as a 
public examination. | cannot but fear 
that if this clause comes into operation 
it will tend to lower the standard of 
efficiency among our younger teachers, 
and I should not be at all surprised if it 
ends in largely increasing the number 
of failures when the examination comes. 

According to Article 49 of the former 
Code any candidate who failed in the 
final examination was at liberty to offer 
himself again for examination at any 
time during the next two years. Buta 
very curious alteration has been made in 
that article. The rule now, apparently, 
is to be as follows, that any candidate 
who fails in the final examination will 
be recognised as a provisional assistant 
teacher for the next two years. There- 
fore, it would seem that the failure to 
qualify is to constitute a testimonial to 
teach! I pass to Article 51, which 
deals with the qualifications required 
from certificated assistant teachers. 
Hitherto no one has been certified as an 
assistant teacher without passing two 
qualifying examinations. ‘These exami- 
nations are now to be reduced to one. 
This, again, seems to me to tend to the 
lowering of the standard of qualification 
for assistant teachers. It is not improv- 
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ing our Code, but making it worse. If 


assistant teacher were students in a 
training college [I suppose it would 
matter very little, because in that case 
they would be under regular instruction 
and passing the examinations of their 
college. but the provision for the training 
of teachers in training colleges is so 
altogether insufficient at the present 
time that a very large proportion of our 
teachers are unable to obtain admission 
to these colleges. A very large proportion 
of the applicants for these certificates will 
therefore have to qualify themselves as 
best they can outside the colleges, and 
will have to depend on the chance of one 
examination. I venture to think this 
change is also a change for the worse. 
Article 99, which deals with the inspection 
and examination of infant schools, is 
to be cancelled. The clause as it stood 
hitherto. contained useful directions and 
instructions. All that is to be cancelled 
by a stroke of the pen, and the inspector 
who visits these schools is to be left at 
liberty to examine the children or not as 
he pleases. I can see no sufficient reason 
why that clause should be cancelled, 
except to make things easier for the 
inspector, and so to lessen the efficiency 
of the schools. 

In connection with the cancelling of 
Clause 99 and the relieving of the in- 
spector of the duty of examining, | 
would draw the attention of the House 
to article 18, which is the very first 
clause giving directions as to the duties 
of inspectors. Clause 18 as it stood 
hitherto was to this effect—that the 
inspectors were to visit the schools to 
examine whether the conditions of 
annual grants had been fulfilled. The 
new Code proposes to substitute for the 


word ‘‘examine” the vague word 
“inquire,” so that henceforth the duty 


of an inspector will be to visit the schools 
to inquire whether the conditions of 
annual grants have been fulfilled. This 
is obviously a very different thing from 
imposing upon the inspector the duty of 
himself examining to ascertain this fact. 
The general drift of these changes is in 
the direction of slackening down, and 
making things easier, with the in- 
evitable result, I venture to think, of 
lessening efticiency. Article 101 is of a 
different kind, and deals with the teach- 
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all these candidates for the office of | 
| work, 
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ing of such subjects as cookery, cottage 
gardening, manual instruction, laundry 
and so on. The effect of the 
changes in this clause will be very largely 
to discourage this technical training, to 
which we were beginning rather late in 
the day to give a good deal more attention 
than hitherto. Take, first, the subject 
of cookery. The old rule has been that 
any child who has reached the fourth 
standard—a very reasonable require- 
ment—may be admitted to the cookery 
class, but under the new rule no child is 
to be admitted unless she has reached 
the age of eleven years. | am informed 
from various quarters that so many 
children, especially in country districts, 
leave school at eleven years of age, that 
this will practically destroy a great many 
of our cookery classes. In my own city, 
Hereford, I have just persuaded the 
citizens for the first time to establish a 
very efficient system of cookery classes. 
With great difficulty we succeeded in 
raising subscriptions to cover the balance 
between what we expected to get from 
the Government Department and the 
cost of the classes. Under this clause 
our classes will, | am afraid, be diminished 
by fifty per cent. Our grant from the 
Government will be very largely reduced, 
and the result will be that a great many 
of these children will leave school without 
having had any opportunity of learning 
the rudiments of cookery. The same 
thing applies to such subjects as cottage 
gardening, and a great many of these 
classes up and down the country in the 
rural districts will be destroyed. The 
new clause will be very disastrous to all 
that type of education, which, as I have 
said, we were beginning to encourage, 
and trom which we were hoping to see 
very useful results. 

I will not take up the time of the 
House by dwelling in detail on any of 
the other changes in the Code, but I have 
ventured to draw your Lordships’ atten- 
tion to the general drift of these changes. 
It is quite possible that in the past 
examination has been made too much of 
in our elementary school system, but I 
cannot but fear that we are now suffering 
from the swing of the pendulum in the 
other direction. The result must  in- 
evitably be that, instead of our education 
going forward, it will to a certain extent 
go backward. This is not only the drift 
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of the changes which have been made in | 
it was also to be 
_of pupil teachers to one at the conclusion 


the Code this year ; 
traced in what occurred only a year ago, 
when a very sweeping change was intro- 
duced in regard to the conditions unde 
which the principal grant was to be given 
to schools. 
system the sum of 22s. or 21s. per child 
is given according to the merit of the 
school, without necessarily any examina- 
tion at all of individual children. We 
have only to look at the new block grant 
and the attached conditions to feel that 
there are one or two very strong objec- 
tions to it as it stands. For instance 
you give to an excellent school 22s. per 
child, but in the case of a bad school you 
cannot go below 21s., so that between the 
good school and the bad school there is 
only a difference of about five per cent. 
You destroy one of the greatest of all the 
incentives in ordinary cases to aim at 
excellence in the school when you thus 
wipe out the financial difference between 
a good school and a bad school. In Seot- 
land, I am told, the inspector is at liberty 
to recommend a reduction of the grant 
from one-tenth to five-tenths where the 


instruction is not satisfactory. | think 
we ought to consider whether the 


Scottish system is not a great deal better 
than the English system in this respect. 
If we are going to carry on the system 
of the block grant, it ought to be supple- 
mented by some kind of leaving or merit 
certificate, so that we may have a real 
guarantee that individual children are 
well educated. It is on these grounds 
that I have ventured to draw your 
Lordships’ attention to this matter, and 
to express the strong hope that it may 
not be too late to reconsider the changes 
which I have indicated as likely to lower 
our standard of education. 


THe LORD PRESIDENT or tHE 
COUNCIL (The Duke of DevonsHiRe) : 
My Lords, the right reverend Prelate 
is perfectly correct in stating that certain 
alterations which have been introduced 
into this year’s Code are in the direction 
ot reducing the number of examinations, 
and of substituting, generally speaking, 
inspections. The right rev. Prelate holds 
views as to the value of examinations 
which I am bound to say are not held by 
most of our advisers in the Education 
Department. The right rev. 


The Lord Bishop of Hereford. 
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* encourage cramming. 
| site opinion is held by those whose advice 
Under the new block grant | 


Prelate said 
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he apprehended that the effect of the 
reduction of the number of examinations 


of their period of service would be to 
Exactly the Oppo- 


we have taken in this matter. We have 
been led to believe that the system of 
endeavouring to ascertain the efficiency 


‘of the teaching of a school and the pro- 


gress of the stude nts by a series of re. 
peated examinations is one which tends 
directly to cramming, and is not by any 
means a satisfactory test. 1 need hardly 
say that I do not profe ss to be an educa- 
tional expert, or to set my opinion against 
that of the right rey. Prelate. All J can 
say is that the greater number of our 
expert advisers have deliberately come to 
the opinion that it is desirable. in the 
interest of educational efficiency, not to 
increase, but, as far as possible. to dimi- 
nish, the number of examinations, and to 
rely more upon the reports of our in- 
spectors, and on the results of their 
inspection, than on examinations, which 
lead, in their opinion, both to cramming 
and to an undesirable uniformity in the 
course of instruction. That is all I have 
to say on the subject of the two first alte- 
rations to which the right rev. Prelate 
called my attention. He was good 
enough to give me notice that he in- 
tended to call attention to those Articles. 
He has, however. referred to another— 
Article 49—of which he did not give me 
notice. [ am not quite certain as to 
what the exact effect is of the alteration 
which has been made in Article 49. but | 
am informed that it is intended to give 
pupil teachers who have failed at the 
scholarship examination another chance 
of succeeding in a further examination, 
and, inasmuch as they cannot during the 
interval exist without some means, to 
give them a chance during that time of 
earning their living. However, I have 
not had time fully to enquire into the 
effect of the alteration which has been 
made in Article 49. 

The next point to which the right rev. 
Prelate referred was the omission of 
Article 99, which provided certain rules 
to be observed by the inspectors in the 
annual inspection and examination otf 
schools. But annual inspection and 
examination of schools at a fixed date no 
longer takes place, and the omission of 
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this Article is one of the alterations which 
have been made in consequence of the 
gradual abandonment of the system of 
examinations. Instead of that, inspectors 
are now required to inspect the school 
twice a year. without notice; and the 
rules, therefore. which were necessary 
when there was an annual examination 
on a fixed date, are now entirely super- 
fuous. As to Article 101, which deals 
with the minimum age of children 
attending classes in cookery, gardening, 


and manual instruction, I can only refer | 


the right rev. Prelate to the answer 
which was given by the Vice-President 
of the Council in another place, in which 
he stated that the Board of Education 
were considering the many representa- 
tions which had been made, and that no 
change was proposed in the present year. 
There is ample time for the consideration 
of this point. 

[ have, | think. dealt with all the 
alterations in the Code to which the 
right rev. Prelate called attention. He 
referred, however, to the alteration 
which was made last year in the substi- 


tution of the block grant for a grant 
based on the results of examination. 


That is a change which, | believe, has 
been received with the greatest satisfac- 
tion by the managers of schools in general, 
by schoolmasters, and by all educational 
experts. It is a change, as the right 
rev. Prelate stated, in the direction of 
substituting inspection for examination, 
but Tam totally unable to agree with 
him that it will tend to lower the stan- 
dard of the instruction given. On the 
contrary. we are fully convinced that 
the tendency will be to raise the character 
of the instruction, and, what we consider 
perhaps searcely less important, to enable 
a variety and adaptability to be given to 
the instruction imparted in different 
schools to different classes of scholars 
hy different teachers, which the old Regu- 
lations made entirely impossible. That 
is the direction in which these changes 
have been made, and I believe they are to 
a very great extent considered to be 
changes in the right direction by those 
who are best qualified to form an opinion 
on the subject. 


*Lorp REAY: My Lords, with regard 
to the point raised by the right rev. 
Prelate as to inspection and examination, 
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| Code having a 


{to obtain 
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it must be admitted that the introduction 
of the block grant and the substitution 
of inspection for examination has been 
of great advantage to the proper co-ordi- 
nation of the subjects taught in a school 
on a comprehensive and well-conceived 
scheme, benefiting alike the children of 
varying degrees of intelligence. But the 
new system throws a great responsibility 
on the Department and the inspectors in 
seeing that the inspection is real, and 
is not lowered. I endorse 
what has been said by the right rev. 
Prelate as to some of the changes in the 
tendency to lower the 
qualifications of the teaching staff. | 


also concur in the views expressed by 


the right rev. Prelate with regard to 
the age limits, especially of girls who are 
instruction in household 
management. The result of the change 
in this direction will be that this instruc- 
tion will fail to obtain the full effect 
intended by the Code, because scholars 
unfortunately do not attend after having 
reached the age of twelve fora sufficiently 
long time to go through the whole course. 
The change is all the more remarkable 
because in the chapter on higher elemen- 
tary schools the Board of Education 
prescribe that scientific instruction of a 
practical and theoretical character should 
be given to boys of ten years of age. 
I would rather have seen the age of 
boys raised, at all events for receiving 
practical scientific instruction, to twelve, 
and the age of girls for obtaining 
instruction in household management 
left unaltered. These changes will not 
only create difficulties in rural schools, 
but also in London, and I hope the noble 
Duke will give them further consideration 
before they become operative. 


Tue Lorp Bishop of HEREFORD: 
May I be permitted one word of explana- 
tion with reference to what I said on 
the subject of the block grant? I am 
afraid, from the remarks of the noble 
Duke and the last speaker, that I did 
not make my meaning clear. My 
objections to the block grant as it has 
to be administered ander this Article 
are two. In the first place, I think 
that the difference which is made in the 
grant between a good school and a 
bad school ought to be considerably 
| enlarged, and that if the system under 
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which the inspector works in Scotland 
in regard to the amount of the grant were 
introduced in England a great stimulus 
would be given to the work of education. 
My other objection is that the block 
grant, good in itself, needs to be supple- 
mented if you are to make it a really 
good form of grant to work under, 
and if you are to avoid the danger of 
overlooking the interests of the in- 
dividual child. I should like to see 
the grant supplemented by the esta- 
blishment of merit or leaving certificates. 


*Lorp NORTON: My Lords, I deny 
that the block system tends to diminish 
the education of the individual child. 
It is infinitely superior to the old system 
oi payment by results. The alterations 
in the Code tend to raise and not to 
lower the standard of education. The 
views which the right rev. Prelate has 
expressed prove the mischief which the 
system of payment by results has bred 
in the minds of those interested in edu- 
cation; they calculate the value of 
every proposal by the amount of money 
it will get out of the Treasury, and not 
by its importance from an educational 
point of view. The right rev. Prelate 
objects to the alteration in Article 101, 
under which no child is to be admitted 
to the classes in which cookery, cottage 
gardening, laundry work, and manual 


instruction are taught until he or she 
has reached the age of eleven years. 


I would ask the right rev. Prelate, is 
it any use teaching little children under 
eleven cookery and cottage gardening 
technically? In my opinion, the change in 
the Code isan excellent one. With regard 
to the substitution of inspection for exami- 
nation, I do not think there can be any 
doubt that a general inspection is the 
right thing. The inspector, if he is 
worth anything at all, ought to be able, 
coming unexpectedly into the school, to 
say not what the intelligence of each 
individual child was, but what was the 
general conduct and tone of the school. 
The more we keep secondary education 
apart in sequel from a liberal elementary 
education, the more we shall improve 
the elementary education given in 
our schools. The tendency to force 
secondary education into our system 
of elementary education has very much 
damaged both, and I am glad to hear 


The Lord Bishop of Hereford. 
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that the School Board for London haye 
dropped their appeal against what js 
known as the Cockerton judgment. | 
hope we shall not have to wait much 
longer for a complete system of sec — 
education conducted and supported in ; 
department by itself. 


House adjourned at a quarter past 
Six of the clock, till to-morrow 
half-past Ten of the clock. 


jHOUSE OF COMMONS 


Monday. 29th April, 1901, 


FROM THE LORDS 
have agreed to Army 
without Amendment. 


MESSAGE 
That 
(Annual) 


they 


Bill, 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESN. 


(STANDING 
INQUIRED 


PRIVATE BILLS — [Lorps] 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY 
INTO COMPLIED WITH). 
Mr. SPEAKER laid 

Report from one ot the 

Petitions for Private Bills, 

ease of the following Bills. originating 

in the Lords, and referred on the First 
feading thereof, the Standing Orders 
not previously inquired into, and whieh 
are applicable thereto, have been com- 


upon the Table 
Examiners of 
That, in the 


plied with, viz. : 
Aire and Calder Navigation — Bill 
| Lords |. 


Aspatria, Silloth, and District Water 
Bill [ Lords]. 

Bristol, Clifton, and West of England 
Zoological Society Bill [| Lords. 
Sheffield District Railway Bill { Lords], 
Ordered, That the Bills be read a second 

time. 


ORDER BILLS (STANDING 


PROVISIONAL 
THERETO COM- 


ORDERS APPLICABLE 

PLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners ot 
Petitions for Private Bills, That. in the 
case of the following Bill, reterred on the 
First Reading thereof, the Standing 
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Orders which are applicable thereto have | ALEXANDRA (NEWPORT AND SOUHT 


been complied with, viz. :— 
Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 3) Bill. 
Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time to-morrow. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BLLLS 
(NO STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE) 
upon 


Mr. SPEAKER laid the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 


Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the | 


case of the following Bill, referred on 
the First Reading thereof, no Standing 
Orders are applicable, viz. :— 

Military Lands Provisional Orders Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 


time to-morrow. 


RAILWAY BILLS (GROUP 4). 

Mr. Tarron EGrrton reported from 
the Committee on Group 4 of Railway 
and Canal Bills, That the parties pro- 
moting the Humber Commercial Railway 
and Dock Bill had stated that the evi- 
dence of Captain Avvott was essential 
to their case ; and it having been proved 
that his attendance could not be pro 
cured without the intervention of the 
House, he had been instructed to move 
that the said Captain Avvott do attend 
the said Committee to-morrow, at Twelve 
of the clock. 

Ordered, That Captain Avvott do 


attend the Committee on Group 4 of ; 


Railway and Canal Bills to-morrow, at 
Twelve of the clock. 
GREAT EASTERN RAILWAY BILL 
Read the third time, and passed. 
HENRY DIAPER AND COMPANY 
DELIVERY WARRANTS)! BILE [Lords] 


Read the third time, 
without Amendment. 


and 


GATESHEAD AND DISTRICT TRAMWAYS 
BILL. 
| Not amended], considered ; to be read 
the third time. 


HORLEY DISTRICT GAS BILL 
ILKESTON AND HEANOR WATER 
BOARD BILL. 

As amended, considered ; to be read 

the third time. 


| 


WALES) DOCKS AND RAILWAY BILL. 

Order [25th February] referring the 
Alexandra (Newport and South Wales) 
Docks and Railway Bill to the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills read, and 
discharged : Bill withdrawn.—(Mr. Cald- 


well.) 


|, DEVONPORT CORPORATION (GAS) BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


DEVONPORT GAS AND) COKE BILL. 
teported [Parties do not proceed]: 
Report to lie upon the Table. 


‘MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

That they have passed a Bill, intituled. 
* An Act to enable the Mayor, Aldermen, 
and Burgesses of the county borough of 
Bournemouth to construct tramways 
'within and beyond the borough; to 
make certain street widenings : and for 
other purposes.” [Bournemouth Cor- 
poration Bill [Lords. | 

BOURNEMOUTH CORPORATION BILL 

[Lords] 

Read the first time; and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills. 


ROVAL ASSENT, 


Message to attend the Lords Com- 
missioners. 


The House went ; and. being returned 
Mr. SPEAKER reported the Roval Assent 
to.— 


Army (Annual) Act, 1901, 


passed, 


PETITIONY. 


BOROUGH FUNDS ACT (1872) 
AMENDMENT (LONDON) BILL. 
Petition from Westminster. in favour: 

to lie upon the Table. 


COAL. 
| Petitions against proposed Customs 
| Export Duty, from Glasshoughton and 
Burradon ; to lie upon the Table. 
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COAL MINES (EMPLOYMENT) BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Liversedge ; 


Scholes : Radford; Slapewath ; South 
Skelton : Grinkle ; Grangetown ; Skel- 


ton: and North Skelton; to lie upon 

the Table. 

EDUCATION (YOUNG CHILDREN) 
(SCHOOL ATTENDANCE) (SCOTLAND) 
BILL. 

Petition from Dundee, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 

ELEMENTARY EDUCATION (HIGHER 
GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUA- 
TION SCHOOLS). 

Petitions for alteration of Law, from 
Farnworth and Clayton; to lie upon 
the Table. 

HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES 
(REPAYMENT OF LOANS) BILt. 
Petition from Camberwell, in favour ; 

to lie upon the Table. 


INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS ACTS 
AMENDMENT BILL. 


Petition from Bradford, in favour ; to | 


lie upon the Table. 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ 
SUPERANNUATION BILL. 
Petitions in favour. from Walthamstow 
and Gateshead ; to lie upon the Table. 


MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 


Petitions in favour, from Scholes ; 


Wollaton and Radford ; 


Skelton ; Grangetown ; 
Slapewath ; South Skelton ; 
Wood ; to lie upon the Table. 
POLICE SUPERANNUATION 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Johnstone, for alteration ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Salisbury ; 
Wolsingham ; East Dulwich ; 
(two): High Felling; Gateshead ; 
Halifax ; and Bridlington: to lie upon 
the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 


CHILDREN BILL. 
Petitions against. from Southsea ; 


Portsmouth ; Bristol: and Spilsby ; to 


lie upon the Table. 


{COMMONS} 


Aberpergwm ; | 
Liversedge ; Llanhilleth ; North Skelton ; | 
Grinkle ; | 
and Spa | 


Hastings | 
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Petitions in favour, from Nelson: 
Chester; Farnworth; Broughton: 
Newcastle Emlyn ; Ilfracombe (two) ; 
and Dundee ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Duns and 
Chirnside; North Bute; Mearns: 
Barrhead : Houston and_ Killellen - 
Adersier ; and Gourock ; to lie upon 
the Table. 





RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


COMPANIES (WINDING UP) ACT, 1890, 

Account presented, showing Receipts 
and Expenditure on account of Proceed- 
ings during the year ended 31st March, 
1901 [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table, and 
to be printed. [No. 141.] 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1884. 

Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
dated 20th April, 1901, declaring that 
Charles Elliott, Labourer in the Royal 
Laboratory, in the service of the War 
Office, was appointed without a Civil 
Service Certificate, through inadvertence 
_on the part of the Head of his Department 
'[by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 





| PRISONS (INTERNATIONAL PENITEN. 
TIARY CONGRESSES AT PARIS AND 
BRUSSELS IN 1895 AND 1900. 

| Copy presented, of Report to the Right 
| Honourable the Secretary of State for the 
|Home Department on the Proceedings 
‘of the Fifth and Sixth International 
| Penitentiary Congresses, by Mr. E. 
Ruggles-Brise, C.B., Chairman of the 
| Prison Commission for England and 
| Wales, and British Delegate [by Com- 
/mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


AGRARIAN OUTRAGES (IRELAND). 
Copy presented, of Return for the 
|quarter ended 31st March, 1901 [by 
iCommand]; to lie upon the Table. 


| 

| SOUTH AFRICA (NAVAL BRIGADE). 
Return presented, relative thereto 

[Address 15th March; Sir James Fer- 

qusson|; to lie upon the Table, and to 

lhe printed. [No. 142.] 
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TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


Copies presented, of Diplomatic and | 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
2583 to 2585 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


TABLE BY 


PAPER LAID UPON THE 
HOUSE. 


THE CLERK OF THE 
Inquiry into 
Montgomery).—Further Return relative 
thereto [ordered 14th February, 1900 ; 
Mr. Grant Lawson]; to 
[No. 143.] 


EAST INDIA (RAILWAYS AND 


IRRIGATION WORKS). 


Address for 
estimated position, as regards capital | 
expenditure, of the several Railways | 
and Irrigation Works under construction | 
in India on the 31st day of March, 1901, | 
and the proposed expenditure thereon | 
during 1901-2.” —(Mr. Price.) 


EAST INDIA (INCOME AND 
EXPENDITURE). 
Address for ‘* Return of the net Income 


and Expenditure of British India, under 
certain specified heads, for the eleven 
years from 1889-90 to 1899-1900.” 
—(Sir Henry Fowler.) 


AFFIRMATION. 


One other Member made and _ sub- 
scribed the Affirmation required by 
Law. 


QUESTIONS. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—LORD 
ROBERTS AND THE END OF THE WAR. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 8.) : 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he can with safety to the public 
interest give the communication between 
the Government and Lord Roberts as to 
the precise date to be fixed forthetermina- 
tion of the war. 


Charities (County of | 


be printed. | 
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| the hon. Member refers to, but certainly 
no correspondence which answers to the 
| description could with advantage to the 
public interest be laid on the Table of the 
House. {4% * T Epaas ger 
Mr. SWI rr MAcNEILL May I take 
it, then, that; when the Government 
/announced the dissolution one day and 
Lord Roberts announced that the war 
was over the next, it was a happy coin- 
cidence ? 
No, 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: the hon. 


| Member must not take it so. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Oh, but we 


“Return showing the | yjJ). though. 


TUGELA—POSITION OF COLONEL 
LONG. 


| Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: i beg to 
jask the «Secretary of State for 
| War whether he can state when the 


|statement of Colonel Long, R.A., with 
| respect to the capture of the guns at 
Tugela, and his reply to the strictures 
on his conduct made in his despatch by 
\Sir Redvers Buller at a time when 
Colonel Long was lying dangerously 
| wounded and unable to offer any ex- 
| eaeeion, will be published ; and why, 
|although Sir Redvers Buller stated in 
| his despatch that Colonel Long, by reason 
'of his condition, was unable to make 
any explanation, has Colonel Long’s 
explanation, long since made, been with- 
| held from the public. 

| 


| Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
iW AR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
lford): As I explained to the House on 
Thursday, it is not proposed to publish 
any further despatches for operations 
| prior to the 29th November, 1900. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL : Is Colonel 
| Long to lie under this stigma although 
he has made his defence ? 


Mr. BRODRICK : I am not prepared 
to discuss the case of an individual officer 


| by question and answer across the floor 


THE FIRST LORD or THe TREA- | 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, 
chester, E.): I am not quite sure that I 
understand exactly what correspondence 


VOL. XCIII. [FourtH SErIzs.] 


of the House. 


Man- | 


| Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: We will 
| make you. 
2B 
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PAARDEBERG DESPATCHES. 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL : I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
the despatch of Lord Roberts, dated 


28th February, as now published con- | 


tains everything he originally wrote with 


reference to the management of the 
troops when under Lord Kitchener’s 


command on the first day of the engage- 
ment at Paardeberg; whether Lord 
Roberts's account of that engagement 
is included in its entirety in the despatch 
now published or is continued in cable- 
grams, letters, and memoranda not 
published ; and, if so, having regard to 
the fact that in that engagement no fewer 
than 200 officers and men were killed and 
nearly 1,000 wounded, will Lord Roberts’s 
ful account of the incidents of the day 


be published, 


Mr. BRODRICK: Thedespatch pub- 
lished contains all that Lord Roberts 
originally wrote asto the engagement at 
Paardeberg. 


BOER PRISONERS—INTERNMENT IN 
INDIA--PROPOSED INTERNMENT IN 
IRELAND. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether his attention has been drawn 
to the fact that Ahmednagar, the place 
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| other Oriental diseases, whether he will 
‘consider the advisability of interning 
| these prisoners of war in a more suitable 
| district. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Ahmednagar has 
| been selected by the Indian authorities 
| asa healthy place, at which British troops 
have been stationed without ill effects for 
a long period of years. All arrangements 
have been made for a proper water supply 
and for the health of the prisoners. 


Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.):; 

Is it not the fact that there was a famine 

in this district last year, and does not 
| famine usually leave disease behind it ? 


| Mr. BRODRICK’S reply was inaudible. 
| SIR J. H. DE VILLIERS AND SIR 
| ALFRED MILNER. 

| Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL : I beg to ask 
| the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
| whether he is aware that Sir J. H. de 
Villiers, the Chief Justice of Cape Colony, 
has expressed a wish that his correspon- 
‘dence with Sir Alfred Milner should be 
| published ; and can he explain why he 
has not complied with the desire of the 
Chief Justice. This is the question 
| which the right hon. Gentleman did not 
like to answer on Friday. 


| 
| 
| 


to which 500 Boer prisoners have recently | 


been sent, is unhealthy and in every 
respect unsuitable as a place of imprison- 
ment for men coming from such e climate 
as that of South Africa ; and whether 


he will consider the desirability of trans- | 


ferring these prisoners to some more 
suitable place, and whether he will con- 
sider the desirability of sending Boer 
prisoners in the future to Ireland. 


Mr. HAVILAND-BURKE (King’s Co., 
Tullamore): I beg also to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War whether he is 
aware of the arrival of 500 Boer prisoners 
of war at Bombay, and their despatch to 
Ahmednagar; and, seeing that the 
Ahmednagar district was last year so 
famine stricken that one in every four of 
the population was on Government 
relief, and was also subject to a water 
famine, and that these conditions still 
to some extent prevail in the district, 
which is liable to cholera, plague, and 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): The statement the 
hon. Member has added to the question 
is entirely without foundation. 


| Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: | beg pardon, 


| it is absolutely true. 


| Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Sir J. H. 
‘de Villiers informed me in August last 
‘that the letters, of which I sent him 
‘copies, were only part of the correspon- 
| dence, which included other letters to 
| President Kruger, Mr. Reitz, and Sir A. 
|Milner. He added that while he had 
/ come to the conclusion that he ought not 
| to object to the publication of the letters 
/in my possession, he thought it would 
| have been better that the whole of the 
|correspondence should have been pub- 
lished. This he was aware | was unable 
to do, as I had not received any of the 
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other letters to which he referred. Other- | 


wise I should have had no objection to 
publishing them also. 


RETURN OF TROOPS—BUCKS 
IMPERIAL YEOMANRY. 

Mr. MANSFIELD (Lincolnshire, Spal- 
ding): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether he can give 
any information of the date of the return 
of the Bucks Imperial Yeomanry ; and 
whether, in the case of drafts of Volun- 
teers or Yeomanry being sent home, 
preference will be given to those for whom 
situations are being kept open by em- 
ployers in this country. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I am not yet in a 
position to state when this company will 
return. As I have already explained to 
the House, the selection of the Yeomanry 
or Volunteers for return rests with Lord 
Kitchener, who will doubtless show 
every consideration to them which is 
compatible with the public service. 


COMPANY IMPERIAL 
YEOMANRY. 


Mr. PRICE (Norfo'k, E.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he is aware that the 43rd Com- 
pany of Imperial Yeomanry is now 
reduced to less than forty efficients ; 
that most of the officers, including the 
captain, have left it, so that it is now 
under the command of a lieutenant, and 
whether, under these circumstances, he 
will consider the advisability of the early 
recall of the company. 


43RD 


Mr. BRODRICK: I am not aware of 
the exact state of each company of Im- 
perial Yeomanry in South Africa. Large 
drafts have been recently despatched, and 
Lord Kitchener has reconstituted de- 
plenished companies, so that we have 
every reason to believe they are up to 
strength. 


NON-COMMISSIONED OFFICERS— 
SEPARATION ALLOWANCE REGULA- 
TIONS. 

Sir JAMES FERGUSSON (Manchester, 
N.E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether, in the case of a 
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reduced to the ranks and sentenced to 
imprisonment, the separation allowance 
made to his wife and family ceases 
entirely; and, if so, whether arrange- 
ments can be made to prevent the family 
from being left unprovided for. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLEY, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton): If a non- 
commissioned officer were reduced and 
sentenced to imprisonment exceeding 
three months, the issue of separation 
allowance would cease from the date on 
which the imprisonment was notified in 
this country. 


VOLUNTEERS AND YEOMEN AT THE 
FRONT. 


Mr. CLAUDE,LOWTHER (Cumber- 
land, Eskdale): I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War if he can state how 
many of the first 10,000 Yeomen who 
were despatched to South Africa are at 
present serving in that country; I beg 
also to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he can state the number of Yeo- 
manry, Militia, and Volunteers, respect- 


‘ively, other than invalids, who have 


returned from service in South Africa, 
and to what extent they have been re- 
placed by further drafts from home. 


Lorp STANLEY: In reply to these 
questions | can only give a rough estimate 
of the figures. Between 3,500 and 
4,000 Militiamen have returned, and 
about 3,500 have been sent out in 
drafts. About 4,000 Yeomen have re- 
turned, and about 16,500 have been sent 
out in drafts. About 3,500 Volunteers 
have returned, and about 6,800 have 
been sent out in their places. Other 
Volunteers are about to embark for home. 
About 6,000 of the original Yeomen still 
remain in the country. 


IMPERIAL YEOMANRY—PROMOTIONS 
FROM THE RANKS—OUTFIT ALLOW- 
ANCES. 


Mr. THOMAS DEWAR (Tower Ham- 


‘lets, St. George’s): I beg to ask the Sec- 
retary of State for War whether he is 


aware that troopers in the Imperial 
Yeomanry, who may have served with 
sufficient distinction to merit a commis- 


non-commissioned officer on active service | sion in the Regular Army, find them- 


| 


B2 
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selves unable to accept such commissions 
owing to the fact that they are not pro- 
vided with a money grant for outfits, 
such as is allowed in the case of promotion 
from the ranks in other regiments ; and 
will he say what steps he proposes to take 
to remedy the alleged grievance. 


Lorp STANLEY : All officers granted 
commissions from the ranks during the 
present emergency will be granted outfit 
allowance. An Army Order to this 
effect will shortly be issued. 


MILITIA AT THE FRONT. 


CoLoneL M‘CALMONT (Antrim, E.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War if he can state the number of men 
belonging to Militia regiments (Militia 
reserve included) that have been sent to 
South Africa to join regular battalions 
since November, 1899. 


Mr. BRODRICK: About 13,500. 


STAINES RIFLE RANGE. 

Captain NORTON (Newington, W.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he is aware that the rifle 
range at Staines is unlicensed, and 
that the War Office have refused to 
license it until a footpath clear of the 
range is substituted for the right of way 
which now exists across the range ; and 
whether, seeing that the range is con- 
tinually used, though unlicensed, steps 
will be taken by the War Office towards 
procuring a footpath or right of way in 
substitution for that now existing. 


Lorp STANLEY: A new footpath 
was accepted, and the range was duly 
approved in October last. 


ARMY RESERVE. 

Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether he can state what is 
the normal number of men drafted 
annually from the reserve of the Army, 
and what is the normal number of men 
annually completing ten years Militia 
service. 


Lorp STANLEY : 


ber of men who annually complete 
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| their engagement in the Reserve, which 

I presume the hon. Member refers to, 
is about 15,000. The average number 
of men annually completing ten years 
service in the Militia is about 3,000. 


INCREASE OF THE ARMY. 


Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor 
of the Exchequer if he will state what are 
the principal heads of the estimated 
increase of permanent expenditure of 
£6,327,000 upon the Army. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Perhaps I may 
be allowed to answer this question. The 
sums estimated for the permanent 
additions to the Army voted in 1900-1 
and the automatic increases thereon 
amount to 1,748,000. The sums esti- 
mated for the permanent additions 
-under the Army scheme which is now 
| before the House amount to £1,912,000; 
'and the sums estimated for non-recur- 
rent increases, as the re-armament of 
fortresses, amount to £2,667,000. 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar. 
mouth): Before the resolution is taken 
can the right hon. Gentleman give 
separate figures, in order to show how 
much of the increase is for home defence ! 


Mr. BRODRICK: It would be im- 
possible to divide the British Army 
for home and for Imperial defence as 
troops are sometimes available for both 
purposes, as in the case of India. 


*Sm JOHN COLOMB: But the ex 
penditure mentioned in the hon. Mem- 
_ber’s question applies not merely to the 
regular army. 


Mr. BRODRICK’S reply 
audible. 


was in- 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB: The scheme 
includes the force purely and_ solely 
appropriated to home defence. 


Mr. BRODRICK’S reply was again 


inaudible. 
WATER-TUBE BOILERS IN THE 
VAVY. 


Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN (Gateshead) 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Admi 
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ralty whether he can state how many | 
boilers of the Belleville type have been | 
countermanded in accordance with the | 
recent recommendation of the Water- | 
tube Boiler Committee, that such boilers | 
should not be proceeded with in cases of 
ships whose progress was not too far 
advanced ; and whether any such coun- 
termands have been withdrawn, and for 
what vessels; and whether he can | 
explain the reason for such  with-| 
drawals. | 


Tue SECRETARY to tae ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. Arnoup-Forster, Belfast, | 
W.): The work in connection with the 
Belleville boilers of seven ships has been 
suspended. In the case of one ship, the | 
“ Lancaster,” the work has been ordered 
to be resumed, it having been found 
on inquiry that a change in the type of 
boiler at the present stage would involve 
great delay in the completion of this ship. 


Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN : 
only withdrawal or 
order ? 


Is that the 
countermanded 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The oniy 
case of withdrawal in which the work 
was ordered to be suspended. 


Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY (York- 
shire, W.R., Shipley): Has the atten- 
tion of the hon. Gentleman been 
drawn to the statement by the chairman 
of the Thames Ironworks that a counter- | 
mand had been given in regard to a 
ship being constructed by them ? 
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and, if so, whether he will lay it upon 
the Table of the House. 4! :;, 

THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middlesex 
Ealing): I have no information as to 
whether the Commission referred to in 


the question has submitted its Report. 
| That Report, when submitted, will be for 
the consideration of the Government of 
| India ; and until I have seen it and the 


orders passed upon it by that Govern- 
ment, [ am unable to say whether it 


can be laid upon the Table. 


| ADULTERATED BUTTER PROSECUTIONS 


AT MARYLEBONE. 
GENERAL LAURIE (Pembroke and 
Haverfordwest) : I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Agriculture whether 


his attention has been called to’ proceed- 
|ings taken in the Marylebone Police 


Court on 15th March, when certain 
vendors of butter were summoned for 
selling butter containing 24, 23, and 23 
per cent. of water respectively ; and 
when the magistrates dismissed the 
summons on the ground pressed by the 
defendants’ solicitor that it was no offence 


to sell butter containing an unlimited 


quantity of water, and that there was no 
obligation to expel all the water possible’; 
whether he is aware that the Society 
of Public Analysts have adopted a stand- 
ard of 16 per cent. of water in butter ; 
and whether the Board of Agriculture 
have made regulations, under Section 4 


‘of the Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 


/1899, determining the proportion of 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: No, Sir, 
but I will inquire if the hon. Member 
will give me more specific information. 
I think I may say positively it is not the 
case. 


GENERAL OF 
INTO MANAGE- 


ADMINISTRATOR 
BENGAL—INQUIRY 
MENT OF ESTATES. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Den- 
bighshire, W.): I beg to ask the Seere- 
tary of State for India, with reference to 
the Commission of Inquiry recently held 
at Calcutta to inquire into the manage- 
ment of estates by the Administrator 


General of Bengal, whether the com- | 
missioners have submitted their Report ; 


water permissible in genuine butter, or 
whether they propose to do so. 


*THe PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE (Mr. Hanevry, Pres- 
ton): My attention has been called to 
this case. The magistrate founded his 
decision on the opinion expressed by the 
analyst that nothing had been added to 
the butter to give the amount of water 
found, and on the ground that under the 
Act of 1899 it is for the Board of Agricul- 
ture and not for the Society of Public 
Analysts to fix the standard. As soon as 
I received the Report of the Committee 
on the subject of a standard for milk I 
gave directions that a Committee should 
be appointed to fix a standard for butter, 
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Mr. M‘'KENNA: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether he 
proposes to give an opportunity to the 
House of discussing the question brought 

CATTLE DISEASE RETURNS. under the consideration of the Gibraltar 

Mr. LAMBERT: I beg to ask the | !quiry Commission. 

President of the Board of Agriculture if ple aA, 
he will state the number of outbreaks of| , MR. A. J. BALFOUR: 
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and evidence is now being collected for | 
that purpose. 


As I have 





swine fever and foot-and-mouth disease 


up to this date in the years 1899, 1900, 
and 1901. 


*Mr. HANBURY: The approximate 
number of outbreaks of foot-and-mouth 
disease for the sixteen weeks ended 20th 
April, 1901 is twelve; there were eight 
in the similar period of last year, and none 
in 1899. Of swine fever there have been 
935 outbreaks in the sixteen weeks of the 
present year, 563 during the same time 
last year, and 771 during the similar 
period in 1899. 


GIBRALTAR HARBOUR WORKS 
RECENT INQUIRY. 

Mr. M‘KENNA (Monmouthshire, N.): 
I beg to ask the Civil Lord of the Admi- 
ralty whether he proposes to place on the 
istimates any sum for the expenses of the 
Gibraltar Inquiry Commission; and 
whether he proposes to place on the 
Estimates, or invite provision in any 
other way, for any extra expenditure 
on Gibraltar that may be proposed to be 
incurred in consequence of the Report of 
the Commission. 


THE 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : It is not 
proposed to place any special sum on the 
Estimates for the expenses of the Gibral- 
tar Inquiry Commission. The travelling 


expenses of members of the Commission | 
will be met out of moneys already voted | 


by Parliament. In the event of any 
additional works being proposed at 
Gibraltar for which provision has not 
been made by Parliament, a Vote for 
such works will be submitted to the 
House. 


Mr. M‘KENNA: On the Estimates, 
or in any other way ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: On the | 
Fstimates if proposed under the Naval | 


Works Bill. 


already stated on more than one ocea- 
sion, there will be no formal Report 
| presented to the House from the 
| Gibraltar Inquiry Commission, and I do 
not think it would be desirable or, indeed, 
| possible to give a day for the discussion 
of the subject. 


WEST INDIAN COLONIES—IMPERIAL 
GRANTS. 

| Mr. FLOWER (Bradford. W,): I beg 

'to ask the Secretary of State for the 

Colonies if he can state the amount of 

| financial assistance given to the West 


Indian Colonies since the Report of the 


Royal Commission upon the West Indies 
in 1897; and, what, if any, further 
grant it is proposed to make. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Since the 
Report of the Royal Commission and 
including the sums on this year’s Esti- 
) mates, the financial assistance to the West 
Indies will have amounted in all to about 
7320,000 in five years, for carrying out 
'the various recommendations of the 
Commission, over and above sums of 
£40,000, £25,000, and £17,000 in relief 
of the distress caused by hurricanes in 
| Barbados, the Windward Islands, and 
the Leeward Islands. As regards further 
grants, if any, | cannot make any state- 
ment at present, except that, as the hon. 
| Member is no doubt aware, such grants- 
'in-aid as those for the Imperial Depart- 
ment of Agriculture and steamer services 

| are recurrent for some years. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): Do the 
sums named by the right hon. Gentleman 
/inelude loans made under the Colonial 


Loans Bill ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I think not. 
| They are all grants. 


| GILBERT ISLANDS—PERSECUTION OF 
ROMAN CATHOLICS. 


Sik THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
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for the Colonies if he has any information | for Foreign Affairs whether he is able 
_to communicate to the House any infor- 


to the effect that the Roman Catholics of 
the Gilbert Islands are subject to persecu- 
tion; and if he will have inquiry made 
into the matter, especially with regard 
to the case of the boy Joane, of Maiana. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Some com- 
plaints were received last year, and an 
inquiry was instituted, which showed 
that there was no foundation for the 
allegations. The Vicar Apostolic of the 
Gilbert Islands expressed his thanks to 
the High Commissioner, and stated that 
he was confident that everything would 
go well. I will, however, ask fora special 


report on the case named by the hon. | 


Member. 
COLONIAL LOANS ACT~—ADVANCES 
TO JAMAICA FOR RAILWAY CON- | 


STRUCTION. 

*Mr. STUART SAMUEL (Tower Ham- 
lets, Whitechapel): I beg to ask Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer with refer- 
ence to the Return presented by the 
Treasury of advances made to colonies 
under the Colonial Loans Act, 1899, and 


| mation 


| 


to Section 2 of that Act, which provides | 


that the principal and interest of such 
advances shall be charged on the general 
revenues and assets of the respective 
colonies, with priority over any subse- 


received from His Majesty's 
Consular officers in Arabia respecting 
the steps taken by the local authorities 
for the protection of British subjects 
travelling between Jeddah and the 
cities of Mecca and Medina during the 
present disturbed state of the Hedjaz. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY Fro 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Viscount CRAN- 
BORNE, Rochester): His Majesty's 
Government have not recently received 
any reports showing an unusually dis- 
turbed state of the Hedjaz. 


BRITISH MERCHANTS’ CLAIMS 
AGAINST TURKEY. 


Mr. STEVENSON : I beg to ask the 


' Under Secretary of State for Foreign 


Affairs whether he will lay upon the Table 
copies of the petitions addressed by the 
British Chamber of Commerce at Con- 
stantinople to His Majesty's Ambas- 
sador with regard to the non-payment 
of the claims of British merchants at 
Stamboul, Hasskeui, Galata, and Pera, 
who suffered pecuniary losses during 


‘the disturbances of August, 1896, and 


quent charges, whether the advances | 


made to the colony of Jamaica for railway 
purposes on 21st August, 1899, rank as a 
charge on the general revenues and assets 
of that colony before or after the issue 
of Jamaica Government Inscribed Stock, 
bearing interest at 34 per cent. from 
24th January, 1899, and repayable 
between 24th January, 1919, and 24th 
January, 1949. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The ad- 
vance to which the hon. Member refers 
was sanctioned on the date he names, 
but was not made until the 14th April, 
1900, and ranks as a charge on the 
general revenue and assets of Jamaica 
before the 34 per cent. Inscribed Stock, 
to which he refers. The amount of 
the advance in question is only £110,000. 


ARABIA—REPORTED DISTURBED 
STATE OF THE HEDJAZ. 


copies of the replies sent to those peti- 
tions ; and whether his Majesty’s Govern- 
ment are now in a position to state the 


‘nature of the joint action which the 


' Powers interested in claims arising out 


of those disturbances have in contem- 
plation with the object of arriving at a 
settlement. 


*Viscount CRANBORNE : His 
Majesty's Ambassador is continuing his 


,endeavours to obtain a settlement of 


these claims. There will be no objection 
to laying on the Table copies of the 
petitions received on the subject if a 
settlement is much longer delayed. I 
have no statement to make in answer 
to the last paragraph of the question. 


LIGHTS IN THE RED SEA. 


Sir J. FERGUSSON: I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether he can inform the House 

|of any progress in the negotiations for 


Mr. STEVENSON (Suffolk, Eye): 1 the provision of four additional lights 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State in the southern part of the Red Sea in 
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East, and of a light in the Gulf of Aden ; 
and if there is any change in the inten- 
tions of His Majesty’s Government in 
regard thereto. 


*Viscount CRANBORNE: As _ the 
outcome of the negotiations which took 
place upon the subject, the Turkish 
Government undertook the construction 
of the four lights in the Red Sea, under 
the auspices of the Lighthouse Adminis- 
tration; and it was understood that 
the work of construction was to be 
actually commenced in January last. 
The Government of India have decided 
to improve the Ras Marshag Light near 
Aden. The question of a new light on 
Socotra, and of an improved light on 
Obstruction Point, in the island of 
Perim, is under consideration between 
the Imperial and Indian Governments. 
The general policy of His Majesty's 
Government with regard to the question 
remains unchanged. 


CHINA—YANG-TSZE PROVINCES— 
ALLEGED DISAFFECTION. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS: I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether the Government 
have received any official information as 
to the alleged elements of disaffection in 
the Yang-tsze provinces ; whether the 
British authorities have reduced their 
forces in those regions by the withdrawal 
of the Sikhs and the Artillery; and 
whether in view of a possible rising in 
these provinces, the Government have 
taken the necessary steps for the pro- 
tection of the British interests involved. 


*ViscountT CRANBORNE : The 
answer to the first question is in the 
negative. In answer to the second and 
third questions I have to say that some 
of the British troops at Tientsin, Wei- 
hai-wei, and Hong Kong are being 
withdrawn, but no reduction in the 
Shanghai garrison is in contemplation 
at present. 


SS. “ BOHEMIAN ”—ALLEGED ILL- 
TREATMENT OF SAILORS. 

Mr. KEIR HARDIE/Merthyr Tydvil) : 

beg to ask the President of the Board 


— 
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the fairway of vessels to and from the | 
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of Trade whether he is aware that 
two seamen of the ss. ‘‘ Bohemian,” 
named Logan and Christopher Duffy, 
were admitted to Boston Hospital, U.S.A., 
in January last, suffering, as they allegedg 
from ill-treatment received during the 
voyage ; that both men have since died ; 
and that the deceased man Duffy made 
a sworn declaration concerning the 
ill-treatment before Mr. F. E. Blunt, 
British Consul in Boston, or to the hos- 
pital authorities ; and whether he will 
cause an inquiry to be made into the 
circumstances attending the death of 
these two men. 


THE PRESIDENT or THe BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. Geratp Batrour, Leeds, 
Central) : Iam informed that the seaman 
Logan died on board the “ Bohemian ” 
on the 4th January last. The ship's 
doctor certified that his death was due 
to natural causes. On the arrival of the 
vessel at Liverpool statements were made 
to the effect that he had been ill treated 
by two of the engineers. By direction 
of the Board of Trade, an inquiry was 
held by the Liverpool Local Marine 
Board, who found that the charges were 
not proved. No report of Duffy's death 
has reached the Board of Trade. The 
ship’s articles show that he was discharged 
into hospital on the 8th January suffering 
from inflammation of the lungs. The 
Consul at Boston has been requested 
to furnish a Report on the case, which 
will be carefully considered. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: Will the Report 
be laid on the Table, or be shown ta 
those interested ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I had 
rather not answer that question without 
consideration. I will let the hon. Mem- 
ber know. 


TRANSIT OF LIVE STOCK IN 
GLAMORGANSHIRE. 

Mr. KEIR HARDIE: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether 
he is aware that live stock are kept in 
trucks for twenty-two hours whilst 
making the short journey between 
Talgarth, in Breconshire, and Aberdare, 
in Glamorganshire, involving suffering 
to the animals, sometimes resulting in 
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death, and consequent loss to the traders ; 
and whether he has any powers of inter- 
ference by which this state of affairs can 
be remedied. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No, 
Sir; from the information supplied 
by the railway companies concerned 


it appears that since the beginning of | 12s. per ton. 


the year only five trucks of live stock | 
have been conv eyed between the places | 
named, and that in none of these cases 
was the time taken in railway transit 
as long as the hon. Member suggests. 
It is suggested, however, by the railway 
companies that possibly trucks may 
occasionally be loaded by owners of stock 
some time before the trains are to start. 
The Board of Trade have no powers of 
interference in the matter. 


GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY--HORSE | 
TRANSIT RATES. 


Mr. PHILIPPS (Pembrokeshire): I 
beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade whether his attention has been | 
called to the fact that the Great Western 
Railway Company claims that in the 
event of a horse being too large for one | 
stall of their horse boxes they shall charge | 
the ordinary rate and one-half; and 
whether, in view of the importance to | 
farmers of encouraging the breeding of 
shire horses, he will, by legislation or 
otherwise, endeavour to induce the com- 
pany to abandon this charge. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: It is 
not clear from the question whether 
reference is made to the carriage of shire 
horses by passenger or goods train ; 
I have, however, received a letter from | 


the company which [| shall be happy to | 


show the hon. Member. 


Trade have no jurisdiction to revise the | 


charges. 


PRICE OF EXPORTED COAL, 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr Tydvil) : | 


I beg to ask the President of the Board 
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portion of the coal shipped foreign in 
1900 was small coal. 


Questions. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
years 1875 and 1890 were the only years 
during the period specified in which the 
average declared value of coal exported 
rom the United Kingdom exceeded 





I may, perhaps, add that 
‘in 1900 the average declared value was 
16°52s. The proportion of small coal 
shipped in 1900 cannot be stated. 


DIMINUTION OF COAL EXPORTS. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS: I beg to ask 
the President of the Board of Trade if his 
attention has been drawn to the fact that 
the summary statement of coal exports 
in the Return issued on Tuesday last 
(Parliamentary Paper, No. 119) shows 
the exports of coal to four of the ten 

market groups to have been less in 1900 
ror in the previous year, five years 
previously, and than nine years pre- 
viously, and that such was also the case 





The Board of | 


in the Far East group when allowance is 
| made for the extra quantities of coal 
| supplied i in that market in consequence 
jof the complications in China; and 
whether he has information showing the 
| deficiency to be owing to a smaller con- 
| sumption of coal in those markets, or to 
| have been made up from other sources 


of supply. 
Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The facts 


are as stated so far as regards the diminu- 
tion of exports of coal from the United 
Kingdom to four of the least important 
market groups. I am unable to give 
figures for 1900 respecting the consump- 
tion of coal in these markets, or the extra 
| quantity of coal supplied to British war 





| vessels in the Far East. 

| 

| Mr. D. A. THOMAS: The right hon. 
| Gentleman has not answered the last 
part of the question. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Yes, I 


| . . > 
'said I was unable to give the figures 


of Trade if he will state in how many | respecting coal consumption in these 
and what years during the quarter of | markets. 


a century prior to 1900 the average 
net f.o.b. price of coal shipped foreign 
from the United Kingdom exceeded 12s. 
per ton ; 


and. if’ he can say what pro- from foreign sources ? 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS: My point is 
this: has the deficiency _ made up 


a st 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I cannot | 
Say definitely if the falling off is due 


to the greater output in the countries | 


concerned. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS: But cannot you 
say how in these four markets it has been 
made up ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: 
unable to answer that. 


IT am 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS: That is suffi- 
cient. 
question. 


SOUTH WALES COLLIERY SHARES. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS: I beg to ask | 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer if his | 
attention has been drawn to the fact that | 
the ordinary shares of the majority of | 
South Wales and Monmouthshire colliery | 
companies quoted on the Cardiff Stock | 
Exchange are below par, and that the 
ordinary shares of not more than four 
public South Wales colliery companies 
are quoted above par. 


Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.) : 
a fact that in more than one case the 
South Wales coal companies declared 
dividends for the twelve months of from | 
100 to 180 per cent. ? 


*Mr. HORNER (Lambeth, N.) asked | 
whether one South Wales colliery | 
company, known as the Bwllfa and 
Aberdare Dale Colliery Company, had 
not recently declared a dividend of 130 
per cent., with an expression of regret 
that it was not larger. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: L have 
no official! information enabling me to 
verify the statements contained in the 
question. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS: Cannot the 
right hon. Gentleman regard the official 
Stock Exchange list at Cardiff as a suffi- 
cient authority ? 
order! Had | 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, 


I seen the question on the Paper I should 
have ruled it out of order, as it obviously , 
deals with a matter not w ithin the official 
knowledge or duties of the Minister to | 
whom it is addressed. 
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You are unable to answer the | 
| of coal ; 
are not ordinarily fitted with the means 
| of measuring the amount of the daily 


Ts it not | 


| NEWPORT CHAMBER OF 


were non-political. 
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COAL DUTY—CUSTOMS ‘RULES AS TO 
SHIP’S COAL. 


Mr. M‘KENNA: I beg to ask Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer whether 
it has been brought to his notice 
that in the new Customs rules, in con- 
nection with the proposed duty on 
coal, there is a provision compelling an 
account to be kept in the ship’s log of the 
daily amount of coal consumed on any 
voyage, in order that the duty may be sub- 
sequently imposed upon any difference 
there may be between the amount shown 
in the log entries and the original intake 
and, whether, seeing that vessels 


/consumption of coal from the bunkers, 
‘he can state how the amount is to he 
arrived at. 


THe CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, Bristol, 
W.): The hon. Member is under a mis- 
apprehension. There is no such provi- 
sion in the Customs Coal Regulations, 
nor have any directions been given as to 
levying duty on any difference there 
may be between the amount shown in 
the log entries as consumed and the 
amount originally shipped. 


COMMERCE 
AND THE COAL DUTY. 

Mr. HORNER: I beg to ask Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer whether he 
has received the report of a resolution in 


‘favour of the proposed coal tax which 
‘was passed on Wednesday last by the 


Chamber of Commerceof Newport (Mon.), 
as representing a district directly inte- 
rested in the export of coal; and, 
whether he will give it his favourable con- 
sideration. 


if so, 


Mr. M*KENNA: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that the Newport 
Chamber of Commerce has no represen- 
tative capacity; that the majority in 
favour of the resolution consisted entirely 
of members of one political party, and 
that a political contest is now pending in 
the borough ! 


Sirk M. HICKS BEACH: I always 
understood that chambers of commerce 
The resolution is in 
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favour of the duty, but also asks for the 
exemption of existing contracts, which, 
as the hon. Member knows, I have 
already promised to consider. 


BUNKER COAL. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS: I beg to ask 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer,whether 
the regulations concerning the shipment 
of bunker coal on vessels provide that the 
quantity allowed is to be calculated on 
the daily consumption and length of the 
whole voyage outward and homeward ; 
whether a vessel proceeding to Port Said, 
going on to the Black Sea, and then 
home will be permitted to take in bunkers 
for the whole round as is often the prac- 
tice now, and be allowed them free of 
duty ; and whether a vessel proceeding 
to Port Said and then on to America in 
ballast will be permitted to ship her 
bunkers free. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: The answer 
to the three points raised is in the affirma- 
tive in each instance, provided that in 
each case the bunkers are shipped in this 
country. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS: What provision 
is made in foreign ports to see that the 
tax is not evaded by boats taking coal in 
as bunker coal in this country and selling 
it as cargo at the other end ? 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: The Customs 
authorities are advised that the regula- 
tions they have laid down will suffice. 


INCOME TAX—ABATEMENTS. 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): I beg 
to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether his attention has been called to 
the delays which occur in the considera- 
tion and settlement of claims for the re- 
payment of income tax on incomes 
eligible for abatement by the Commis- 
sioners for special purposes at Somerset 
House ; and whether he will take steps 
to prevent these delays both in consider- 
ing the claims and in making the pay- 
ments immediately the claims are due. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: At this 
season, at the end of the financial year, 
the Income Tax Repayments Branch is 
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always taxed to its utmost strength, the 
whole staff working long after official 
hours, and even on days generally 
observed as holidays. This year the 
pressure is exceptionally heavy, and 
claims have recently been coming in at 
the rate of 5,000, 6,000, and even 7,000 a 
day. Each claim must of course be dealt 
with in its proper turn, and it is inevitable 
that some delay should occur at this time 
of year. The hon. Member may, how- 
ever, rest assured that every effort has 
been, and will be, made to dispose of the 
claims as expeditiously as possible. 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY (Montrose 
Burghs): I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor 
of the Exchequer whether he can now 
continue, down to the end of the 
financial year 1900-1901, the Return 
of the number and amounts of abate- 
ments allowed for income tax in each 
of the levels of such abatements ; and 
if he can state by what amount they 
lessen the proceeds of income tax at a 
rate of sixpence in the pound. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: The latest 
complete information in regard to abate- 
ments is that for the year 1898-99, and 
appears on pages 122 and 123 of the 
43rd Report of the Board of Inland 
Revenue. The corresponding figures for 
1899-1900 will appear in the Report 
which will be published this year ; but 
they are not yet complete. The figures 
for 1900-01 will not be available until 
the summer of 1902. The long delay 
is inevitable, and is mainly due to the 
fact that exemptions and abatements 
by way of “ repayment ”’ on the income 
tax for any one financial year continue 
to be claimed and allowed through the 
whole of the following year. 


ALLOTMENTS—STAMP DUTY. 


Mr. MANSFIELD: I beg to ask Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, seeing 
that the District Auditor’s, Act of 1879 
imposes a stamp duty on’ ‘payments 
made by the parish councils*for land 
hired and rented by them as allotments, 
thereby increasing the rent charged 
for the allotment, whether he can see 
his way to exempt such payments from 
the stamp duty, and so enable the councils 
to let the allotments at a lower rent. 
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Sir M. HICKS BEACH: The District 
Auditor’s Act of 1879 does not impose 
a stamp duty on payments made by 
parish councils for land hired and rented 
by them as allotments. The stamp 
duty imposed by the Act in question 
is in the nature of a fee to the district 
auditor, and is graduated in accordance 
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chequer whether the sixpence added to 
duty on spirits in the Budget of 1900, 
as was stated then till August, 1901, 
| will after that period be continued as an 
| impost. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: Yes, Sir, 


with the total of the expenditure com- | 


prised in the financial statement audited. 


The payments to which the hon. Member | 


refers of course form part of such ex- 
penditure, but that is the only way in 
which they affect the amount of duty 
payable. 


SUGAR DUTY—REBATE ON 
COLONIAL SUGARS. 
Mr. FLOWER: I beg to ask Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer whether 
he will consider the 


enjoys for its imports under the Cana- 
dian Tariff, and if he could state the 
approximate loss to the Revenue if there 
were such a rebate in the sugar duties. 
Sir M. HICKS BEACH: No, Sir, I 
do not think this would be a practicable 
policy. It is impossible to estimate what 
loss it might cause in the yield of the 


sugar duty, because the extent to which | 


sugar, possibly not really colonial, might 


be imported under it cannot be foretold. | 


SUGAR DUTY—DRAWBACKS. 

Mr. CAUSTON (Southwark, W.): I 
heg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer whether he will state how it 
is proposed to deal with drawback in 
regard to confectionery sold in bottles 
and not by weight, in cases where the 
bottles, although of actually the same 
outward size and appearance, really 
vary In capacity. 

Sir M. HICKS BEACIL: The point 
will not be lost sight of when the details 
of the scheme for the assessment of 
drawback are under consideration. The 
question will probably be met by a system 


of * averaging.” 
THE SPIRIT DUTY. 


Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG (Cavan, E.): 
I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- | 


desirability | 
of granting a rebate of the duties on | 
sugar imported from the colonies equiva- | 
lent to the rebate which this country | 


| LONDON AND NORTH-WESTERN 
RAILWAY COMPANY—REHOUSING 
SCHEME. 


| 

| 

| Mr. GRAHAM (St. Pancras, W.): I 
| beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
|Home Department if he can give any 
| information as to how the matter stands 
as to the provision to be made by the 
|London and North-Western Railway 
| Company for rehousing persons displaced 
in Stanhope Street, Granby Street, and 
Mornington Road by the extension of 
their line. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE For THE 

HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Rirtcuir, 
Croydon): The London and North- 
Western Railway Company. is in default 
with regard to its rehousing obligations 
in the case referred to; but it has been 
for some time erecting houses for the 
purpose of fulfilling those ob!igations. 
Certain questions have, however, arisen 
between my Department and the company 
in respect to the matter, and a writ has 
been issued by my orders against the 
company. 


CUSTOMS OFFICERS’ GRIEVANCES. 
Mr. KEIR HARDIE: I beg to ask the 


Secr.tary to the Treasury if the Board 
of Customs intends to take any steps with 
reference to the statement of the chief 
inspector of waterguard that preventive 
officers and boatmen were unfitted to 
discharge their waterguard duties satis- 
‘actor:ly after fifty years of age; and if 
some new positions could be opened up 
to the older preventive officers in connec- 
tion with the increased staff necessitated 
by the new sugar duty. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.) : No such state- 
ment has been made by the head of the 
waterguard, nor do the Board of Customs 
consider it advisable that the older pre- 
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ventive officers should be withdrawn | 
from their waterguard duties to perform 
fresh duties in connection with the new 
sugar duty. 


CUSTOMS EXAMINING OFFICERS— 
CASE OF JAMES ALLAN, 

Mr. KEIR HARDIE: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether he has | 
recived an application for financial aid 
from the widow and six children of the 
late James Allan, a first-class Customs 
examining officer, who died as the result 
of an illness contracted in the perform- | 
ance of his duty; and whether he has | 
been able to grant the prayer of the 
petition. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 


Yes, Sir ; the case is under consideration. 


NAVAL PENSIONERS AS CUSTOMS 
WATCHERS. 

Mr. KEIR HARDIE: I beg to ask the | 
Secretary to the Treasury whether it is | 
the intention of the Board of Customs to 
employ naval pensioners as Customs 
boatmen at a lower rate of wages than 


that now obtaining, and, if so, whether, | 


in view of the Fair Wages Resolution, he 
will refuse to allow such employment. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: As 
some of the boatmen are now employed 
on duties which are assignable to watchers, 
it has been determined that one hundred 
watchers, who are naval pensioners, shall 
be employed in place of an equal number 
of boatmen. These men will be classed 


and paid as watchers, and not as boatmen. | 


WEST INDIAN MAILS. 


Mr. BRODIE HOARE (Hampstead) : 

I beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
whether the accelerated service to the 
West Indies calling at Trinidad with the 
main line steamers, which has been 
offered by the Royal Mail Company for | 
the same term of years as the contract | 
of the Imperial direct line to Jamaica, | 
has been accepted by His Majesty’s | 
Government. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
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Mail Steam Packet Company for serving 


Trinidad by their main line packets, 


His Majesty’s Government has not ac- 
cepted either; but the question whether 
any arrangement in that behalf can be 
made is still under consideration. 


STAFFORD STATION POST 
WATER SUPPLY. 
Mr. CHARLES SHAW (Stafford) : 
| | beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
|as representing the Postmaster General, 
| whether it ha; been brought to his know- 
ledge that the staff of the Stafford Station 
|branch of the post office have been 
| without a supply of drinking water 
since the 18th of June, 1900, and that the 
water which was supplied up to that 
period was, after analysis, certified by 
the medical officer as being unfit for use, 
and that two cases of typhoid resulted 
from the impurity ; and, seeing that at 
| the present time a supply of water for the 
| staff, sixty-six per cent. of whom are on 
night duty, has to be obtained from the 
London and North-Western Railway 
Company and carried some distance in the 
daytime, and should that supply become 
exhausted the night staff are absolutely 
without same, whether he will take steps 
for the provision of a proper supply. 


OFF ICE—- 





Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN :,The 
post office premises at Stafford Station 
are rented from the railway company, 

'and up to November, 1900, the water 
| for all purposes was obtained from the 
eompany’s source of supply. ‘Then, as 
a consequence of complaints as to the 
quality of the water, the supply was 


transferred to the Corporation mains ; 
| but, owing to the arrangement of the 


'railway company’s service, it was not 


practicable to obtain a continuous supply. 


| Consequently arrangements were made 


'toobtain a supply for the post office 
direct from the Corporation mains, and 
\independent of the railway company’s 
service ; and this is now in operation. 


JOHN BRIGHT’S STATUE. 


Sik WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
| mouthshire, W.): I beg to ask the First 
' Commissioner of Works, whether he will 


Of | be prepared to grant a site for the statue 
two schemes put forward by the Royal of Mr. John Bright which it is proposed 
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to substitute for the statue which has | continuation classes under the London 
been removed. School Board will continue to be held. 


THe FIRST COMMISSIONER or, Sm J. GORST: This is a question to 
WORKS (Mr. Akers Dovetas, Kent, | be determined by the London School 
St. Augustine’s) : I adhere to the pledges Board. No communication has been 
I have repeatedly given to finda site fora received by the Board of Education 
memorial of Mr. Bright. I understand | which leads me to suppose that they will 
that the statue which it is now proposed | be discontinued. 
to present is to be a replica of that at 
Birmingham ; and if the general sense) Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) : 
of the House appears to be in favour of a May I ask whether it is proposed by 
memorial in that form, I shall be happy | legislation this session to legalise the work 
to do my best to select a suitable place | of the School Board in instructing adults- 
for it. in their night schools. 


Sir J. GORST: Nothing can be stated 
DAY SCHOVOL ATTENDANCE ‘until the Education Bill is brought in. 
REGULATIONS. 

Mr. TOMKINSON (Cheshire, Crewe) : Mr. LOUGH: Is the House to under- 
I beg to ask the Vice-President of the | stand that it will be legal for the Board 
Committee of Council on Education, | to continue these schools in the mean- 
having regard to the fact that, by a new time ? 
clause in the Code of Regulations for Day AS ip a 
Schools (1901), providing that no attend- __ Sir J. GORST: No, Sir, the hon. 
ances made by children under twelve will, Member is to understand nothing from 
after this year, be recognised for the me. 
purposes of certain grants, few children 


can, after this year, receive more than yyNICIPAL PURCHASE OF WATER 
one course of instruction in the import- UNDERTAKINGS. 


ant subjects of cookery, ioundry were, *Mr. GILBERT PARKER (Graves. 
and household management, instead of oe 
three courses, which each individual child end): I beg to ask the President of the 
can now receive while in the day schools, “eon regan pcan Board > Soy a the 
whether he will take steps to safeguard haprepeoes 9m Nero ‘ed 1 weno 
the existence of training schools of 22.Y % sen noe ausnntios nH —— 
cookery and laundry work, and the * t0 to a ee to 7 
interests of the teachers who have already a Seeereenes, Che paate to) :be 
RE Se RE | fixed by arbitration in default of agree- 
qua 1€ J : 
ment ; and whether they would support 
Pas VICE-PRESIDENT or - sun /O* Tepee ot the provisions in -the 
BOARD or EDUCATION (Sir J. Gorsr, -/0r0Us™ Sands ‘Act, ops omg 
Cambridge University): The Board of ‘ : “agemie t a cennaltons- eg po aa - 
Education will do its best to safeguard the °°.° a ong : o%: meeps ee 
interests of training schools of cookery a eee = eee SnD: 
and laundry work, and of the teachers *THx PRESIDENT or tue LOCAL 
who have qualified in these subjects, so GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WALTER 
far as they are consistent with the Lonc, Bristol, S.): Iam afraid the answer 
interest of the children in the public to the first part of the question must be 
elementary schools. ‘in the negative. With regard to the 
second part, I am not prepared to say 
LONDON SCHOOL BOARD EVENING eo 
 “CLASSES—-REX v. COCKERTON. habitants of a district should be required 
for the promotion of a Bill by the local 
CapTaIN NORTON : I beg to ask the authority, though I doubt whether 
Vice-President of the Committee of Coun- | such consent is necessary in the case of 
cil on Education whether, so long as the opposition to a Bill. My hon. friend 
present law is unchanged, evening| the Member for South Islington has 














60 
,ondon 
eld. 


ion to 
School 

been 
cation 
y will 


,N.); 
ad by 
work 
idults: 


tated 
in. 


nder- 
soard 
lean- 


hon, 
from 


'Ves- 
the 
the 

pur- 

tho- 
sell 

be 
ree- 
ort 
the 
lire 

; to 


AL 
"ER 
yer 


he 
ay 
in- 
ed 
‘al 


er 
of 
id 











61 Questigns. 


before the House a Bill to amend the 
Borough Funds Act, 1872, and I am 
disposed to concur generally in the 
proposals in that measure. 


POOR LAW OFFICERS’ SUPER- 


ANNUATION. 


Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.): I beg to 


ask the President of the Local Govern- | 


ment Board whether he can state what 
was the amount fixed as the proportion 
of superannuation allowances to be paid 
boards of guardians from the Probate 
(Grant in 1889-1900, and what was the 
amount paid the unions from the Probate 
Grant for superannuation allowances 
for the year ended Michaelmas, 1900. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The question 
appears to be founded on a misappre- 
hension. An annual sum is paid by the 
council of each county outside London 
to the boards of guardians in the county 
for the costs of the officers. The sum is 
that which the Local Government Board 
certified to have been expended by the 
guardians during the financial year 
ended the 25th March, 1888, on the 
salaries, remuneration, and superannua- 
tion allowances of the officers (other than 
teachers in poor-law schools), and on 
drugs and medical appliances. The grant 
is a fixed one, and no separate payments 
are made out of it in respect of super- 
annuation allowances. 


COATBRIDGE LICENSING SESSIONS. 


Mr. CONOR O’KELLY (Mayo, N.): 
I beg to ask the Lord Advocate if his 
attention has been called to the action of 
the licensing magistrates at Coatbridge 
at the licensing court on 9th April in 
postponing the hearing of applications 
for renewal of certificates by three 
licensed publicans of Coatbridge to 15th 
April, and recommending them to close 
their premises meanwhile, on the ground 
that they disregarded the recommenda- 
tion of the magistrates to close their 
houses on the day of the funeral of Her 
late Majesty the Queen; whether his 
attention has been directed to the state- 
ment by one of the magistrates, that the 
manner in which their recommenda- 
tion was observed would largely influence 
the court in deciding the applications ; | 
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| whether the publicans concerned were 
/bound to close their premises on the 
| occasion referred to; and whether the 
/magistrates were empowered to order 

these publicans to close their premises 

as a punishment for disregard of their 
| recommendation ; and whether he pro- 
| poses to take any action in the matter. 


*THe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): The 
answer to the first and second para- 
graphs of the hon. Member's question 
is in the affirmative. In answer to the 
|third paragraph, I cannot find any 
| warrant in the licensing statutes for the 
/recommendation made by the magis- 
| trates. In answer to the fourth, I have 
(no jurisdiction over the magistrates 
| sitting as a licensing court, and | do not 


| 


| therefore propose to take any action. 


SHOTTS (LANARK) WATER SUPPLY. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) : 
I beg to ask the Lord Advocate whether 
the attention of the Local Government 
Board for Scotland has been called to the 
scarcity of water in the district of 
Shotts, in the county of Lanark, with a 
population of close on 12,000, notwith- 
standing that for seven years the in- 
habitants had been charged water rates, 
whilst no connection with any water 
supply had been made, and when a 
remedy for this state of things is likely 
to be provided. ; 

*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
Local Government Board for Scotland 
are informed by the county medical 








officer of Lanarkshire that the villages, 
asylum, and hospital, etc., in the parish 
of Shotts have gravitation water sup- 
plies, with numerous connections ; that 
no complaint of scarcity of water has 
been received, and that rates are levied 
in accordance with statutes. 


GLASGOW SMALL-POX EPIDEMIC. 

Sir JOHN LENG (Dundee): I beg 
to ask the Lord Advocate whether he 
will take steps to prevent manure being 
sent from Glasgow, where for months 
past small-pox has been prevalent, for 
distribution in the county of Fife from 
railway stations in burghs which hold 
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clean bills of health, or whether he will 
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|that an application was made in the 


point out to the local authorities what | year 1898 for Croir Farm for the 


means they can take to prevent the risk 
of spreading small-pox by such distribu- 
tion. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: Unless 
there is legal warrant for the assump- 
tions made by the hon. Member in the 
question, which would require specific 
proof of injury or danger to health, 
there exist no statutory powers under 
which such distribution can be prevented 
—having in view the judicial interpreta- 
tion which has been put upon the pro- 
visions of Section 16 (5) of the Public 
Health Act of 1897. 


CONGESTION IN THE ISLAND OF 
LEWIS—CROIR FARM, 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate, as}representing the Secre- 
tary for NScotland,t whether the Con- 
gested Districts Board have received 
from the landless cottars of Bernera, 
Lewis, intimation that they are about 
to take forcible possession of Croir Farm, 
in consequence of the Board having 
taken no steps to acquire it until after 
the landowner had recently re-let it, 
and this notwithstanding the fact that 
they have repeatedly made application 


for the farm during the last seven years ; | 


and, in view of the unrest amongst the 
landless cottars of the Hebrides, will the 
Congested Districts Board endeavour to 


come to some understanding with the | 


proprietor and the new tenant to secure 
the settlement of the people on Croir 
Farm. 


I beg also to ask the Lord Advocate, 
having regard to a statement in the 
Report of the Congested Districts Board 
for Scotland to the effect that the people 
of the Island of Bernera expressed a 
strong desire to obtain holdings on Croir 


Farm, Lewis, in December, 1900, is the | 


Secretary for Scotland aware that the 
people applied for this farm in the pre- 
vious year; and will he explain why 
the Board made no attempt to secure 
the farm until the application of Decem- 
ber last was received. 


/purpose of dividing it into a few 
small holdings. This application wag 
carefully considered at the time, but 
in the general interests of the locality 
it was not deemed expedient to 
'give effect to it. It may be added 
that the West Highlands and Islands 
| Commission was presumably of the 
| same opinion as the farm was not one 
| of those scheduled by the Commission 
/as suitable for the formation of crofter’s 
| holdings. 


STATIONERY IN SCOTTISH GOVERN. 
MENT OFFICES. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate whether it is the practice for 
| sheriffs in Scotland to provide at their 
own expense all stationery required in 
connection with their office, and to pay 
their travelling expenses when engaged 
on business which requires their attend- 
ance at places other than their chief 
‘court house. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: In 
reply to the first paragraph of the ques- 
tion, the answer is that stationery is 
provided in the sheriff courts at the 
public expense. In reply to the second 
| paragraph, the answer is in the affir- 
| mative. 





| 

| CATTLE REARING IN LEWIS, 

| Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
| Advocate whether the Secretary for 
Scotland is aware that the people of 
| Carloway, Lewis, have applied to the 
Congested Districts Board for a bull, 
without success; will he state what 
other townships have met with a similar 
response to their applications, and what 
steps it is proposed to take to remedy 
the grievance. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: As 
regards the first portion of the hon. 
Member’s question, I must point out 
| that the statement in the hon. Member's 
| question is not accurate ; the application 
'by the people of Carloway was for a 
| bull in the month of May, and the animal 
will be delivered to them in that month. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I In reply to the last portion, it is suffi- 
propose to reply to the hon. Member’s | cient for me to say that the Congested 


two, questions together. 
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distribution of the bulls which, in their! and what is the amount of the yearly 
discretion, they have purchased, to the | grant to the county Antrim for the 
places where they consider they will | building of labourers’ cottages ; and how 
do most good. ;}much is now lying to the credit of the 
| county for this purpose. 

Mr. WEIR: As the right hon. Gentle- | 
man says my statement is incorrect, I} Mr. WYNDHAM: The scheme of 
will furnish him with the information| the district council was sent to the 
supplied me by the people of the district. | Local Government Board for approval, 
but in an incomplete form, on the 16th 
February. It was duly completed on 
the 29th March. A local inquiry will be 
Sie. “WHIR:- I bee to ask the Lord | held with 7 ge possible delay. The 

MR. WIN: eg to ask the Lord) answer to the second paragraph is, 
Advocate if he will state when the Reports | £9 460 and £9,855 pene 
of the Fishery Board for Scotland and the | 3 
Local Government Board (Scotland) will | 
be issued. | STEAM TRAWLING IN DINGLE BAY. 
*Mn. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: It is| _M® THOMAS O DONNELL (Kerry, 
hoped that the Annual Report of the | wee hes Dei ea 
Fishery Board will be issued shortly, the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
et i ay not bo youdlile to one is aware of the fact that steam trawlers 
the Local Government Board’s Annual — cated erie” se iets — 
Report until the month of June. oundary siege 8 Bay and along the 
me | coast of Kerry, causing damage to the 
fishing industry ; and whether he will 
take steps to prevent any such occurrence 
| in future. 


SCOTTISH FISHERY AND LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD REPORTS. 


IRISH CONGESTED DISTRICTS BOARD 
--~PURCHASES. 

Mr. CONOR O’KELLY : I beg to ask | Me. WYNDHAM: I am not aware 
the Chiet mag ™ the age a ‘that there has been any illegal trawling 
sonar aa la *" ee ea ang he C ated in these waters since February and 
of acres of land purchased by the Von-| \arch, when three trawlers were prose- 
gested Districts Board with a view to| cuted and fined. The activity of the 
redistribution among the people in the | Department, it may be added, is exhibited 
poor law unions of Ballina, Belmullet, | by the fact that there have been fourteen 
and <3 ones oe Districts | prosecutions leading to convictions during 
Board was established. ‘the past six months. Two other prose- 

: ik clase anes a nee , | cutions are pending. 

Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE: | ee 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): 9,410 
acres have been purchased for redistribu- | 
tion in the Belmullet Union, but none in | 
the other two unions. | 


KILKENNY DISTRICT ASYLUM— 
GRANT-IN-AID. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
| I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
LABOURERS’ COTTAGES IN ANTRIM| Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
UNION. |is aware that the sum of £892 18s. 1d., 
Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the certified by the Government auditor as 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- the amount due as grant-in-aid, for the 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware | quarter ended 31st March, 1899, to the 
that, on the 15th November, 1899, an | Kilkenny District Asvlum has not yet 





application was made to the Aghalee 
District Council (county Antrim) to have 
a number of labourers’ cottages erected, 
and that the scheme was passed by the 
council on the 21st November. 1900 ; 
and can he explain why the building of 





the cottages has not yet been commenced; 
VOL. XCIHI. — [FourtTH SERIEs. ] 


been paid ; and whether he can explain 
the cause of delay, and say when this 
amount will be paid. 


Mr. O’MARA (Kilkenny, S.): At the 
same time may I ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 


C 
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whether he is aware that the auditor of 
the Kilkenny District Asylum has certi- 
fied that £892 18s. ld. is due to the 
asylum as part of the grant-in-aid ; and, 
if so, will he explain why payment is 
deferred. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: This case is similar 
to many others brought to my notice, 
upon which I promised a statement to the 
hon. Member tor East Clare. I hope to 
redeem that promise shortly, when some 
further figures have been obtained. 


Mr. O'MARA: Can the right hon. 
Gentleman give us a definite date ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have endeavoured 
to explain my position in answer to 
questions, but the hon. Member for East 
Clare has asked for a detailed exposition 
of our views, which I promised. I wish 
to make it as complete as possible, but I 
hope to be able to make it in a week or 
ten days. 


RAILWAY COMMUNICATION 
BETWEEN BALLINA AND BALLY- 
CASTLE. 

Mr. CONOR O’KELLY : I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland if he has received a 
memorial from Ballycastle, county Mayo, 
on the subject of railway communication 
between that town and Ballina ; and, if 
so, can he state what steps he proposes 
to take in the matter. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: There are no funds 
at the disposal of the Government for 
the construction of the line of railway 
suggested in the question. 


IRISH NATIONAL SCHOOL TEACHERS’ 
SALARIES. 


Dr. THOMPSON (Monaghan, N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
can state what service, on the Ist April, 
1900, would entitle a national school 
teacher to receive the maximum salary 
of the grade in which he may be placed 
under the new rules, in case he is not 
already in receipt of such maximum 
salary ; and whether special consideration 
will be given to classed teachers whose 
schools, owing to a decline in the attend- 


{COMMONS} 


Questions. 68 


ance, only entitle them to a lower grade 


salary than the salary of the grade 
occupied by them. 
Mr. WYNDHAM: Service given 


before 1st April, 1900, does not entitle a 
national school teacher to receive the 
maximum salary of the grade in which 
he may be placed. The cases of classed 
teachers in charge of schools with an 
insufficient average attendance are 
already dealt with under the rules issued 
by the Commissioners. 


ADULTERATION IN 
IRELAND. 

Mr. ARCHDALE (Fermanagh. N.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, as President 
of the Department of Agriculture, 
whether, seeing there have been so many 
convictions in Ireland lately for persons 
selling margarine to country shopkeepers 
as butter, any prosecutions have been 
put in force by the Department against 
the manufacturer, under Clause 7 of 
the Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 1899; 
and whether his official information 
shows that a sufficiently strict and 
constant inspection of the factories and 
wholesale places of business of dealers 
in margarine is carried out, so that the 
provisions of the Act for the protection 
of pure butter makers can be enforced. 


BUTTER 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The answer to the 
first paragraph is in the negative. The 
Department has, during many months, 
organised a strict and systematic inspec- 
tion on the premises of those who manu- 
facture or deal in margarine. The 
action of local authorities, who are 
primarily responsible for the execution 
of these Acts, is largely due to the initia- 
tive of the Department, and in some 
instances prosecutions have been based 
on information procured by the Depart- 
mental Inspector. The Department has 
also appointed an officer for the special 
purpose of taking samples. 


BELTURBET AND BALLYHAISE 
RAILWAY, 

Mr. M‘'GOVERN (Cavan, W.): I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether the Great Northern Rail- 
) 
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way Company keep separate accounts 
of the receipts and expenditure of the 
railway between Belturbet and Bally- 
haise ; and does it allow or give credit to 
this railway for terminal charges. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: At the request of 
my right hon. friend I will reply to this 
question. The company does not keep 
separate accounts of receipts and ex- 
penditure in connection with the line. 
It does give credit to the railway for 
terminal charges. 


PURCHASE ACTS AMENDMENT. 


(COLONEL NOLAN (Galway, N.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland if he will in this session 
amend the Irish Purchase Acts so that on 
the sale of grass farms the Land Commis- 
sion may, as a condition of their advance, 
insist on a portion of such grazing land 
being sold to neighbouring small tenants. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I doubt if this pro- 
posal would be practicable in the manner 
suggested, but, in any case, I cannot now 
foreshalow the lines of future legisla- 
ton. 


REPORTS ON MALICIOUS 
OUTRAGES. 

Mr. REDDY (King’s County, Birr) : 
| beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether, 
when malicious injuries are reported to 
the head constable of the district in 
which they occur, it is his duty to report 
the same to the district inspector, and, if 
so, what penalty does he incur if he fails 
to do so. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The answer to the 
first query is in the affirmative. Such 
a neglect of duty would be a matter for 
disciplinary correction, and the penalty 
would be determined by all the cireum- 
stances of the case. 


POLICE 
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Nenagh regarding the urban council of 
that township, when, by the judgment of 


Mr. Commissioner Patchell, who presided, 


twenty-one members of the body were 
unseated on the grounds of bribery and 
corruption directly by three of their 
number, and the others by their agents ; 
whether he is aware that the said urban 
council were seeking to provide a loan of 
£8,000 for the purpose of erecting sixty 
artisans’ dwellings, and that, at the 
inquiry held by the Local Government 
Board, evidence was given on the part of 
the ratepayers that such an amount 
would be an excessive burden upon them, 
and also that such a number of houses 
were not required ; and whether, in view 
of the fact that this body was unduly 
elected, their action with regard to the 
proposed loan, as well as other proceed- 
ings, will be declared null and void under 
the circumstances. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The loan applied 
for in this case was in excess of the bor- 
rowing powers of the council, and the 
scheme will be referred back to the new 
council when elected. It will rest with 
the new council to decide whether they 
will or will not proceed with an amended 
scheme. 


IRISH EDUCATIONAL PROGRAMME. 
Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: I beg 


to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the Com- 
missioners of Intermediate Education in 
Ireland intend to increase the marks for 
Irish in their programme for next year, 
so as to place it on a position of equality 
with English. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The programme 
for next year is still under consideration 
by the Commissioners. I am not, there- 
fore, at present in a position to reply. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 


Can the right hon. Gentleman give us 


‘any idea when it will be published ? Will 


NENAGH MUNICIPAL ELECTION 
PETITION. 

Mr. P. J. O'BRIEN (Tipperary, N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- 
tion has been directed to the proceedings | 
of the election petition recently held at 


it be before the Education Estimate is 
taken ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I hope at an early 
date. The delay is due to the fact that the 
Board is in communication with regard 
to the appointment of additional in- 


C2 
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spectors, and it will be impossible to pub- 
lish the programme till that question is 
settled, which I hope will be in a week or 
ten days. 


SLIGO ROMAN CATHOLICS AND 
THE IRISH MAGISTRACY. 


Mr. O’DOWD (Sligo, 8.): I beg to 


ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord | 


Lieutenant of Ireland whether he ean 
state the number of the Roman Catholic 
population of the Mullaghroe Petty 
Sessions district, South Sligo ; how many 


Roman Catholic magistrates are resident | 


in the district, and whether he is pre- 
pared to recommend the appointment of 
further Roman Catholic magistrates for 
that district. 


Mr. WYNDILAM: [| have no oficial 
information on the first query. One of 
the magistrates residing in the district is 
a Roman Catholic. The Lieutenant of 


the county and the Lord Chancellor are | 


ready to consider the names of any 
gentlemen who may be recommended 
to them by the hon. Member for appoint- 
ment to the Commission of the Peace in 
this district. 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wickiow. 
W.): How many Protestant magistrates 
are there in the district ! The right 
hon. Gentleman admits there is only one 
Roman Catholic magistrate. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: That does not 
appear to be pertinent to the question on 
the Paper. Recommendations will be 
submitted in the usual form. 


Mr. TULLY: Is the right hon. Gentle- 
man aware that the Lord Lieutenant of 
the county has refused to appoint any 
Catholic magistrates ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


TOWN COMMISSIONERS — 
PIGS ON THE STREETS. 


BOYLE 
SALE OF 
Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief 

Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 

Ireland whether he will state on what 

grounds District 


refuses to carry out the resolutions of 
the Boyle Town Commissioners, under 
the Towns 


Improvement Acts, with 
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regard to preventing the sale of pigs on 
the public streets on the days not ap 


pointed for such sale; whether he js 
/aware that previous district inspectors 


always enforced such directions; and 


‘that District Inspector M‘Clelland’s re- 
'fusal to act similarly dates from the 
period when the Town Commissioners 


had occasion to report him to his autho- 
rities for ordering baton charges on the 
people ; and whether he will state what 
steps he proposes to take in this matter. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The resolutions 
have not been confirmed by the Local 
Government Board as _ required by 
statute, and until this has been done 
the police cannot enforce the resolutions, 
They were never enforced by previous 
district inspectors. It is incorrect to say 
that the Town Commissioners complained 


of Mr. M‘Clelland personally. 


LABOURERS’ COTTAGES AT 
BLACKROCK. 

Mr. J. F. X. O'BRIEN (Cork) : J beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state on what grounds the Local Govern- 
ment Inspector, Mr. Wilson Lynch, re- 
jected an application for one labourer’s 
cottage in the Blackrock district of Cork; 
whether he is aware that the labourers 
of this district are actually rated for 
cottages built in other parts of the union, 
while they cannot get one cottage for 
their own district, and that it was the 


‘first application for a cottage from the 


district since the Labourers Act was 
passed ; whether he is aware that the 
occupier of the farm brought cattle 
from another farm to let the Local 
Government Inspector see that the land 
appeared to be fully stocked; anda 
whether he will direct a further inquiry 
into the case. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The occupier ob- 
jected to the cottage on the ground 
that there were already five houses on 
the land, three of which were vacant, 
and that the site selected was the only 
suitable place to accommodate his cattle 
in winter. The inspector considered 
these objections reasonable. |The ex- 
penses under the Labourers Acts are 
district charges. The fact that there 
has been no previous application for 





I 
Le 
hi 
ra, 
lot 
do 
ple 
an 
de: 
M‘ 
exc 
sul 
cut 
wil 


\ 
stat 
poli 
hav 
dep 
accel 
no 
autl 
just 


M 
righ 
opin 
di Ww 


M 
at t 
Aug 
but 
not 


M 


recu 


Co 
Atto 
Land 
ditio: 
tena 
tenal 
also 








(2 


on 
ap. 
ep 1s 
tors 
and 

re- 
the 
ers 
tho- 
the 
‘hat 
ter. 


ons 
peal 
by 
one 
ns. 
ous 
say 
ned 


beg 
ord 
can 
‘Tn- 


er’s 
rk; 
rer's 
for 
ion, 
for 
the 
the 
Was 
the 
tle 
eal 
ind 
ind 
ry 


ob- 
ind 

on 
int, 
nly 
ttle 
red 


are 
ere 











73 Questions. {29 Aprit 1901} Questions, 74 


cottages in this locality would point| Tae ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
to the conclusion that they were not) IRELAND (Mr. Arkinson, London- 
considered necessary. There seems to’ derry, N.): The reply to this question 
be no sufficient reason for reopening the is in the negative. 
case. 
ROMAN CATHOLIC DEPUTATION TO 
OUTRAGE AT PORTADOWN. naib 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL (Armagh, S.):|, M8. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Bel- 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the !@st, 8.): I beg to ask the First Lord - 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether | the freasury whether the Roman Catholic 
his attention has been called to an out- deputation to His Majesty King Edward 
rage lately perpetrated at a farm be-| the 3rd May will be constituted of 
longing to Mr. James M‘Coo. Porta- ecclesiastics in their Papal robes ; and if 

> a . « . s - . c . . . a 
down, the house and offices being com-| lt 18 intended that the prelates should 
pletely destroyed by fire, and three cows walk thus through the public streets ; 
and a calf in a bvre being burned to | 224 whether the proclamation, issued on 
hii, whistles tas ia adeese: ties Mr, | the 15th July, 1852, under the advice of 
M‘Coo was one of the Roman Catholic ~ Ministers, expressly referring to the 
excursionists attacked last summer, and 29th section of the Emancipation Act, 
subsequently was a witness in the prose- which forbids such public manifestation, 
salon 2 Wk Cbaig emaenters and will be repeated, if necessary, by His 
will he inquire into this case. Majesty's Government. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The facts are) MR. O'DOHERTY (Donegal, N.): 
The Before the right hon. Gentleman answers 
the question, may I ask whether it is 
possible that His Majesty made this 
arrangement without first consulting the 
Member for South Belfast. 


stated with substantial accuracy. 
police have made caretul inquiry. They 
have come to the conclusion that the 
deplorable event was malicious, and not 
accidental, in its origin, and will spare 
no effort in the attempt to bring the 
authors of this dastardly outrage to 
Justice. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: In answer to 
the hon. Gentleman I have no informa- 
tion as to the first paragraph in the 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL: Does the | 1Uestion, and, as to the second, I think it 
right hon. Gentleman still adhere to his ; W@S stated by the Solicitor General in 
opinion that the police foree at Porta- July, 1899, that there was no intention 
down is caficiont ? |of renewing the proclamation. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: I admitted that | MR. CULLINAN (Tipperary, 8.) : Will 
at the time the outrage occurred in the right hon. Gentleman permit Mr. 
August last the force was not sufficient, Johnston to beat his Orange drum on 
but [ promised that the deficiency should | this occasion ? 
not recur on any future occasion. 

| CORK POST OFFICE—INADEQUATE 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL: It has STAFF AND ACCOMMODATION. 
recurred. | Mr. J. F. X. O'BRIEN: I ‘beg 
'to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
[RISH LAND PURCHASE. |as representing the Postmaster General, 

whether he is aware that in the sorting 

CoLoNEL NOLAN: I beg to ask Mr. | office and parcel office at Cork the super- 
Attorney General for Ireland if the} vision of work and staff is at certain 
Land Commission can make it a con-| hours”attached to ordinary duties, and 
dition of their advance of money to a that it sometimes happens that a junior 
tenant desirous of purchasing that this | is placed in charge of his seniors; and, 
tenant should permit of his sub-tenants considering that the matter has been 
also purchasing their sub-holdings. |reported to the Postmaster General. 
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whether steps are being taken to make 
the supervising staff made adequate. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : No 
representation on this subject has reached 
the Postmaster General, but inquiry is 
being made, and the result shall be com- 
municated to the hon. Member. 


Mr. J. F. X. O'BRIEN: Has the 
Postmaster General received no commu- 
nication from the local postmaster ? 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): Did not 
a deputation wait on the Postmaster 
General, or his representative in Dublin, 
with reference to this matter ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: That 
may be so. If so, there is an error in 
the question. As I have said, the Post- 
master General has himself received no 
representation, but he is making in- 
quiries. 


*Mr. J. F. X. O'BRIEN : I beg to ask 

the Secretary to the Treasury, as repre- 
senting the Postmaster General, whether 
he has received a copy of a resolution 
passed at the last meeting of the Cork 
Incorporated Chamber of Commerce 
and Shipping in reference to the need of 
better and larger accommodation than 
is planned for the public in the enlarged 
Post Office buildings in course of erection 
in Cork; and, whether, in view of the 
complaints of the commercial classes and 
general public as to inadequate accommo- 
dation, the postal authorities will give 
immediate consideration to this matter 
and provide that the plans as revised 
will be carried out. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
Postmaster General has received a copy 
of the resolution referred to. The en- 
largement of the public office in the Cork 
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*Mr. J. F. X. O'BRIEN : Seeing that 
the increase would only cost £5,000, 
do the Government think that too much 
to provide a suitable office for Cork ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : We 
intend to provide a suitable office. 


| 
' *Mr. J. F. X. O'BRIEN: But whose 
opinion is to be taken as to the suita- 


bility ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
Postmaster General’s. 


*Mr. J. F. X. O'BRIEN: I say local 
opinion should be the guide. 


IRISH POST OFFICE SERVICE—IRISH 
LANGUAGE. 

M+. THOMAS O’DONNELL: I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether, in order to meet the growing 
correspondence in Ireland in the Irish 
language, he will take steps to secure 
that a knowledge of Irish be required 
for all future entrants to the Post Office 
service in Ireland. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : In 
the Postmaster General’s opinion no 
sufficient reason exists for requiring a 
knowledge of the Irish language from 
entrants into the Post Office service in 
Ireland. 


Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: Why 


is there no sufficient reason ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
question has been answered. 
Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: Why 


is not the same treatment given to Ireland 
in this matter as to the Welsh people ? 


Post Office, which the Chamber of Com- | 


merce desire, would involve a very large 
increase of expense and would probably 
endancer the stability of the structn-e. 
It is considered that the public office as 
planned will afford ample accommoda- 
tion ; but in order to meet the views of 
the Chamber of Commerce as far as 
possible it has been arranged to provide 
a separate counter for parcels on the 
Pembroke Street side of the building. 


_ *Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Can the 
right hon. Gentleman state the actual 
number of letters addressed in Irish 
passing through the Post Office ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The Financial 
Secretary obviously cannot answer such 
a question without notice. 

\ 
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Mr. FLAVIN: Then I give notice 
that I will raise the question on the 
Estimates. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 


should give notice in the ordinary way. 


GOVERNMENT EDUCATION BILL. 


*Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether his attention has been 
called to the declarations of labour and 
co-operative associations throughout the 
country during the past year in support 


of the claim of the school boards to main- | 


tain the hitherto existing system of in- 
struction in higher grade and science 
schools, and protesting against any 
restriction of this instruction, whether 
by code or minute, as prejudicial to the 
interests of the children of working men ; 
and whether, in deciding on the proposals 
of the Bill now promised, His Majesty’s 
Government will give due consideration 
to these practically universal representa- 
tions from working-class organisations. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think the 
hon. Gentleman had better wait until my 
right hon. friend has an opportunity of 
explaining the Bill before he asks for 
information on the subject. 


*Mr. CHANNING: My question does 
not refer to the Bill’s provisions. It is 
whether in drafting it these representa- 
tions will be considered. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. Gen- 
tleman will understand when he sees 
that Bill that all these matters have been 
taken into consideration. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: May I ask the 
right hon. Gentleman whether he can- 
not see his way to give school boards an 
assurance that practices now declared 
illegal will be dealt with by Parliament 
this session. Such an assurance would 
relieve the anxiety very much, I can 
assure the right hon. Gentleman. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have stated 
to the House that it is our hope to be able 
to introduce the Bill before Whitsuntide, 
and even if that hope should be disap- 
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the Bill certainly will be introduced 
immediately after Whitsuntide. 


*Mr. CHANNING: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that if its proposals do 
not adequately meet the demands of the 
mentioned the Bill will 
meet with,the most strenuous opposition 


' from this side of the House 2. 


SCOTTISH SCHOOL BOARD 
ELECTORAL REGISTERS. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether he is aware 
that thousands of ratepayers in Scotland, 
who are entitled to vote for the Parlia- 
mentary representative and at county 
and parish council elections, have no 
vote for school board elections by reason 
of their rentals being less than £4; and 
will he consider the advisability of intro- 
ducing legislation this session which 
will place the school board electorate on 
a more satisfactory footing. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: There is no 
intention to introduce such legislation 
this session. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): May I ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury what are his in- 
tentions or expectations with regard to 
the course of public business this week ! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: “ Hopes” 
would perhaps be a better word than 
‘intentions’ or “ expectations.” My 
hopes are that we shall finish all the 
resolutions connected with the Budget 
to-night, except the Report of the coal 
duty, which will be discussed at the 
morning sitting to-morrow, and that 
we shall read the Budget Bill the first 
time at the morning sitting to-morrow 
before seven oclock. If my hopes are 
disappointed, we shall finish the Budget 
resolutions on Thursday and take the 
Civil List resolution on Monday. On 


' Friday Irish Supply will be taken. 


Sir JOHN COLOMB: Then the 
Army resolution will not be taken this 


pointed, which I do not think it will be, | week ! 
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Mr. A. 


no question of that. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER 
Thanet): When the motion 
Second Reading of the Finance Bill 
is made, will opportunity be afforded 
for a general discussion on the financial 
proposal of the Government ? 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN ‘| 


resolution | 


Is it intended to take the 
with regard to the Army before the 
Second Reading of the Budget Bill ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I imagine 
that the Civil List resolution and the 
introduction of the Civil List Bill, which 
is to follow, will only take one night— 
Monday night of next week. 


ut the morning sitting of the Tuesday 
following, or on the Thursday. The 
Second Reading of the Budget Bill will 
follow. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire. W.): I beg to ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury whether Friday, 10th 
May, could be allotted to the consideration 
of some of the Scotch Estimates. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: As far as I 
am aware there will be no objection to 
devoting this Friday to Scottish Supply. 
Perhaps the hon. Gentleman will be 
contented with that provisional under- 
taking. 

MESSAGES FROM THE LORDS, 

Widows and Orphans of Soldiers and 
Sailors.—That they do propose that the 
Joint Committee, appointed to consider 
the various charitable agencies now in 
operation, and the funds available for 
relieving Widows and Orphans of Soldiers 
and Sailors, with the view to ensuring 
that the funds supplied by local and 
private benevolence are applied to the 
best advantage in supplementing a 
scheme of Government pensions for 
Widows and Orphans of Soldiers and 
Sailors who have lost their lives in war, 
do meet in Committee Room A, on 
Thursday next, at Three of the clock. 


Lords’ Message considered. 


J. BALFOUR: No, there is | 


(Kent, | 
for the | 


In that | 
case we will take the Army resolution 
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Message to the Lords to acquaint them 

| therewith. 

| London Underground Railways.— 

| That they do propose that the Joint 

Committee appointed to consider and 

_ report— 

1. Whether the lines of route for 
underground railways in and near 
London, proposed by Bills which 
have been or may be introduced 
during the present session, are 
best calculated to afford facilities 
for present and probable future 
traftic ; and, if not, what modi- 
fications of those lines of route 
are desirable. 


2. What special provisions, if any, 
should be made for the protection 
of the owners, lessees, and occupiers 
of properties adjacent to under- 
ground railways from __ possible 
damage and annoyance ; 


3. What special terms and conditions, 
if any, as to construction and 
working should be imposed upon 
the promoters ; 


CaN 


. Whether any, and which, of the 
schemes proposed by the said Bills 
should not be proceeded with 
during the present session, 

do meet in Committee Room B, on 

Thursday, at Two of the clock. 


Lords’ Message considered. 


Ordered, That the Committee of this 
House do meet the Lords’ Committee as 
proposed by their Lordships. 


Message to the Lords to acquaint them 
therewith. 
WAYS AND MEANS. 
Considered in Committee :- 
(In the Committee. ) 
[Mr. J. W. Lowruer (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the chair. ] 
| CONTINUANCE OF ADDITIONAL EXCISE 
DUTY ON SPIRITS. 


Ordered, That the Committee of this , 


House do meet the Lords’ Committee as 
proposed by their Lordships. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the additional Excise duty on 
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C 
spirits, imposed by Section seven of the 
Finance Act, 1900, shal! continue to be 
charged until the first day of August, 
nineteen hundred and two. —(.Vr. Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer.) 


Mr. NOLAN (Louth, 8S.) said he 
desired to make a personal appeal to the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer with refer- 
ence to the duty on spirits. He had 
little doubt that if the right hon. Gentle- 
man were left to his own instincts in the 
matter he would not have the slightest 
hesitation in acceding to the request he 
was about to make. But he was well 
aware that the right hon. Gentleman was 
not free to give effect to his personal 
inclination, and he could forecast the 
reply which the right hon. Gentleman 
would make to his appeal. He would, no 
doubt, express the wish he entertained 
to relieve the over-taxation of Ireland, but 
he would also inform the Committee that 
the exigencies of the public service pre- 
vented the possibility of any amelioration 
of the situation. The right hon. Gentle- 
man would doubtless point to the increase 
in the Army and Navy and to the 
demands on the public purse in connec- 
tion with the war still proceeding in South 
Africa, and then would come the refusal 
to which he was afraid he had to look 
forward. He reminded of an 
incident which first 
occasion on which he visited the House of 
Commons many vears ago. At that time 
the party to which he now had the 
honour to belong was led by Mr. Isaae 
Butt, and from the strangers’ gallery he 
heard Mr. Butt make an appeal to the 
Treasury Bench, and when he received a 
reply he said that when he considered 
the words of Ministers and the action of 
the Government he was reminded of the 
saving of his namesake in the Old Testa- 
ment—* The voice was the voice of Jacob 
soft and sweet, but the hand was the hand 
of Esau rough and hard.” Ireland 
received soft words from Ministers of the 
Crown, but yet the country was left to 


was 
occurred on the 


groan under an intolerable burden of 
taxation. It was, however, the duty of 


the Irish Members to protest against this 
burden of taxaton, and they protested 
‘n broad national grounds, because it 
had been proved by the Royal Commis- 
sion which inquired into the financial 
relations between the two countries that , 
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Ireland was overtaxed to the extent of 
nearly three millions sterling a year. He 
wished further to protest against the tax 
on whisky, because it was unfair in 
‘ts incidence to the Irish _ people. 
When they compared the tax upon 
spirits which were used by the great 
mass of the people of Ireland with the 
wines consumed by the upper classes 
they found it told against the working 
classes. He also protested against the 
continuance of the additional 6d. levied 
upon that industry inthe previous year, 
having regard to the fact that the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, if he did not 
make a definite promise, held out a very 
distinct hope that it was only to be 
levied for twelve months. It had often 


been stated that Ireland was a poor 
country. He protested against such 


a statement. Ireland had rich resources 
in herself, and if she was poor it was 
owing to the excessive taxation from 
which she suffered, of which this par- 
ticular tax formed a very important 
part. At the present time, excluding 
manufactured goods, Ireland exported 
to this country goods to the extent of 


no less than £26,000,000, and if she 
were not so excessively taxed she would 
be one of the most prosperous and 
richest countries in the world. The 


produce of all the gold mines of the world 
would not pay for the amount of agri- 
cultural produce which Ireland exported 
to England, and if the return for the 
produce were not drained out of Ireland 
year after year by excessive taxation 
Ireland would not have to appear in 
forma pauperis betore the nations of the 
earth. The excessive taxation amounted 
to as much as £3,000,000 at a time 
when the revenue of the country was 
£7,500,000, and now that the revenue of 
the country stood at £10,500,000 its 
burdens correspondingly _ increased. 
With regard to the tax upon whisky, 
the number of gallons of proof whisky 
distilled in Ireland last year was 
14,500,000, upon which a duty of 11s. 
was levied. He drew attention to the 
fact that no rebate was allowed upon 
whisky exported to Great Britain, and 
he thought that Ireland ought to be 
credited with the full amount of duty 
paid on Irish whisky, whether paid in 
Ireland or in this country. This enor- 
mous impost upon this particular in- 
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dustry had increased from 3s. 4d. in 
1853 up to 11s., and it now amounted 
to more than five times the cost of the 
product, even of the best class. Charges 
had been made against the Irish of dis- 
loyalty. In the beginning of the last 
century thousands of Irishmen were 
fighting for England, and pouring out 
their hearts’ blood on the fields of Spain, 
and both the general officers of those 
times and historians of that war admitted 
that many of the greatest victories won 
for this country had been won by the 
Irish troops. What did those who sur- 
vived and returned to their own country, 


which they loved so well, find? They 
found the taxation had more than 
doubled, and in connection with this 


particular tax trebled, and the same 
thing occurred in the Crimean War. 
Irishmen then fought and bled for this 
country, to find upon their return to 
Ireland that fresh burdens had been 
placed upon the shoulders of the people. 

There was a strong belief in Ireland, 
and also in Scotland, that the tax put on 
the general drink of the masses was 
heavier by a great deal than that placed 
on the general drink of the masses of 
England. Those who measured the 
popular beverage of Ireland and the 
popular beverage of this country said 
that whisky paid quite as little as beer 
when the alcoholic strength of the liquids 
was taken into account, but he protested 
against the national beverage of Ireland 
being compared in this way with beer. 
There was no analogy between beer and 
whisky ; they were entirely different 
drinks, and produced by a different pro- 
cess. He would like to know if that 
was the standaard by which the Govern- 
ment measured the tax on the two 
liquors; and if so, why? Without 
entering into the technique of the ques- 
tion, he might point out that 84 1b. of 
malted barley, fermented into wort at 
1,055°, produced 36 gallons of beer for 
the English consumer; whereas, as far 
as Ireland was concerned, it produced 
43 gallons of proof spirit. The processes 
ot developing the two kinds of drink 
were entirely different, and the alcohol 
which was developed in the one case 
allowed to remain latent in the 


was 
other. There was no getting away from 


the fact that the capacity for developing 
this alcoholic strength was in the beer. 


Mr, Nolan. 
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just as in the whisky. Perhaps the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, who had 
the advantage of being advised by great 
chemical experts, would be able to put 
a different complexion on the matter, 
but all the men he himself had met with 
connected with the distilling and brewing 
industry, and all the chemists he had 
been able to consult, were of opinion 
that, as far as the two drinks were con- 
cerned, there was no earthly reason 
why whisky should be taxed at 11s. per 
proof gallon, while beer escaped with a 
tax of lls. for 36 gallons. The Irish 
farmers’ barley, placed in the hands of 
the distillers, turned out an alcoholic 
strength of 450°, and paid £2 9s. 6d., 
while the English farmers’ barley, which 
had within it a possible alcoholic strength 
of 450°, paid only 11s, the Irishman 
thus being forced to pay four and a half 
times as much as the Englishman. 
Then with regard to wine, which he 
admitted was, like whisky, a distilled 
product, if the standard of alcoholic 
strength was applied to wine, it would 
be found that a gallon of wine, contain- 


ing 30°. of alcohol, paid 1s. 3d. There- 
fore wine registering 30° of alcohol 


paid for 100 per cent. of alcohol 5s. a 
gallon, while whisky paid 11s. If aleo- 
holic strength was to be the standard 
according to which the tax was to be 
levied, how was it that the product of 
the Frenchman, the Spaniard, and the 
Italian was allowed to get off at half 
the amount imposed upon the product 
of the Irishman? He, however, looked 
to the Chancellor of the Exchequer for 
some relief in connection with this 
particular duty, on account of the pro- 
mise held out by him when the question 


was before the House last year. The 
right hon. Gentleman was reported 


in Hansard as having stated, after men- 
tioning the amount of the duty for that 
year— 

“J think that we may very properly impose 
another sixpence per gallon on spirit.” 
And then, having said so much, he went 
on— 


“T wish to say that I look upon it as a tem- 
porary addition to the existing taxation, | 
hope, merely for the coming year.” 


The right hon. Gentleman further said— 


‘‘T propose that the additional taxation 
shall last until Ist August, 1901—not, I hope, 
that it will be necessary to levy it so long.” 


‘ 
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The hon. Member, therefore, looked 
forward with considerable interest to the 
right hon. Gentleman’s reply. The Chan- 
eellor of the Exchequer also held out a 
specific hope with regard to what was 
called “silent spirit.” The amount im- 
ported was something like 1,500,000 
gallons. 


*TueE CHAIRMAN said it would not be 
open to the hon. Member to consider the 
question.of imported spirit. That had 
already been disposed of by the Resolu- 
tion of the Committee. 


Mr. NOLAN said it was not merely 
the question of the imported silent spirit, 
as there were no less than 14,500,000 
gallons of that liquor manufactured in 
this country. What became of that 
spirit ? A portion was used for its legiti- 
mate purpose, namely, the making of 
varnishes, ete., but a large amount found 
its way into the Scotch and Irish whisky 
vats. In the interests of the revenue, 
as well as of the health of the population, 
steps ought to be taken by the Govern- 
ment to prevent unscrupulous traders 
using this vile product, faking it up, and 
selling it as Irish or Scotch whisky. He 
suggested, so that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer should not have to derange 
his plans, that this 6d. per gallon should 
be devoted to some useful Irish purpose, 
such, for instance, as the recently insti- 
tuted Department of Agriculture and 
Technical Instruction. That Depart- 
ment, which was established with an 
honest and genuine desire to improve 
the condition of Ireland, had a very wide 
field to cover; almost everything con- 
nected with the undeveloped resources 
of the country came within its purview ; 
and, at least, it would be able to indicate 


a way in which the money, amounting | 


to between £300,000 and £400,000 per 
annum, might be applied. But whether 
the money was devoted to that particular 
object or not, it surely was not an ex- 
travagant request to ask that it should 
be applied to some beneficial and specific 
Irish purpose. The war in South Africa 
was costing £1,500,000 a week, and 


surely it was not asking too much when | 


they expressed a wish that this money, 
raised in Ireland by increased taxation, 
should be devoted to Irish purposes to 
the extent of one-third of the amount 
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which was being poured out weekly on 
the veldt in South Africa. He hoped the 
right hon. Gentleman would give special 


| attention to the points he had raised, and 


make some effort in the direction of 
restoring a portion of the money which 
had been unjustly levied upon Ireland. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) said he joined 
with his hon. friend in protesting against 
the re-imposition of this additional duty 
on spirits which the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer assured them at the time 
would only be levied temporarily. No- 
thing could be more distinct and less 
ambiguous than the undertaking given 
them by the right hon. Gentleman that 
this additional 6d. was only to be a tem- 
porary duty. This tax more than any 
other exemplified in a striking manner 
the unfair way in which taxation weighed 
upon Ireland. At the present moment 
indirect taxation in England had been 
reduced by 48 per cent. of the whole, 
while it remained in Ireland at 73 per 
cent. The tax on whisky proved up to 
the hilt that indirect taxation had been 
levied very unfairly upon Ireland. He 
was anxious to see the consumption of 
alcohol in Ireland largely decreased by 
voluntary efforts, but that was not the 
question before the Committee. What 
they had to consider was what the tax 
produced, how it was levied, and what 
effect it would have on the country upon 
which it was levied. In 1823 the tax in 
England upon whisky was 11s. 8d. and 
in 1852 it was reduced to 7s. 10d. In 
1823 in Ireland the whisky tax was 
9s. 5d., but it was raised in 1852 to 2s. 8d., 
and at the present moment it stood at 11s. 
That was a four-fold increase in the duty 
upon the national beverage of Ireland. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer might 
argue that the same taxes were levied 
indiscriminately in Ireland asin England, 
and that there could not possibly be any 
unfairness in that. That was exactly 
what they complained of. By picking 
out those particular articles which were 
greatly used in a certain country, as 
whisky was in Ireland, under the pretence 
of fairness and equality, they inflicted a 
great injustice upon the country. 
Whisky was the national beverage in 
Ireland, and by taxing that they placed a 
direct tax upon the people, while those 
people who consumed beer got off with 
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much lighter taxation. They had a right 
to claim that this extra sixpence ought to 
be discontinued. No doubt the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer would argue that, like 
tobacco, whisky was a luxury. Mr. 
Sexton, in his Report of the Financial 
Relations Commission, said— 

“Whether tea or tobacco, beer or whisky, 
is a luxury or not, is a question to which no 
absolute answer can be given. The question 
is not whether any commodity of common con- 
sumption is a luxury or not, but simply what 
part of the Imperial Revenue the people in 
each country can fairly contribute in propor- 
tion to what they can afford to spend, no 
matter how they may think proper to spend 
it.” 


He would give an illustration of this. 
Supposing the finances of France and 
England were joined, it would be quite 
unfair to the French to levy a heavy 
tax upon coffee and a light tax upon 
tea. They might say to the Frenchman, 
* Coffee is a luxury; why do not you 
drink tea?” The French would reply 
that coffee was their national beverage, 
and that they would not he treated 
equally with England by putting a heavy 
tax on coffee and a light one on tea. 
The same argument applied between 
England and Ireland with regard to 
whisky and beer, the national beverages 
of those countries. Upon this question 
Sir Robert Giffen observes-- 

“The amount contributed by Ireland to 
Customs and Excise revenue which is fre- 
quently considered by itself a sign of relative 
resources, is only evidence that in matters of 
taxation Ireland is virtually discriminated 
against by the character of the indirect taxes 
which happen to hit articles of specially Irish 
consumption.” 


That was part of their whole case in 
regard to their financial relations, a 
question which he hoped would be dealt 
with at no very distant date. Really 
the whole argument and the whole proof 
of the unfairness of the taxation ot Ire- 
land, by which the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer got £5,000,000 more than 
he was entitled to, rested upon the basis 
of indirect taxation. There was another 
view of the question, and that was to 
compare the whisky tax with the beer 
tax of this country. Irishmen paid 
more on the alcohol they consumed than 
Englishmen, although they were more 
temperate. He objected to the whole 


system under which taxation was levied 


Mr. Flynn. 
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at present in Ireland. The Nationalist 
Members considered it fair that the tax 
should be reduced to something more 
in accordance with justice and with 
sound principles of financial equity. 
With regard to the proportion between 
whisky and beer, he thought it would be 
allowable to quote the statement of a 
gentleman whose name at the present 
moment was known probably to every 
newspaper reader in the civilised world, 
He referred to Sir Alfred Milner. It wag 
admitted by Sir Alfred Milner when he 
was Chairman of the Board of Inland 
Revenue— 
“that whilst the tax on spirits—the article 
more generally consumed in Lreland—is equal 
to from two-thirds to three-fourths of the price, 
the tax upon beer, which is the popular article 
of consumption in England, is only about one- 
sixth of the price.” 
The case was stronger in regard to spirit 
duties. In whisky the duty on patent 
still whisky was nine-tenths of the price, 
and on pot-still whisky seven-eighths 
ot the price. The whole of this system 
of taxation—this apparent equality 
of the rates of duty in both countries 
—was based on wrong principles, and 
with regard to the poorer country the 
Government discriminated against her 
with almost awful injustice. There 
was another view of the case in connec- 
tion with this additional tax on spirits. 
A high tax on spirits tended to produce 
bad whisky ; at any rate, it tended to put 
a large amount of bad and unwholesome 
whisky into consumption among the 
people, because the temptation to adul- 
teration by the use of imported spirits 
was increased. That imported spirit 
was mixed with honest Scotch or Lrish 
whisky, and it was placed on the market 
with large profit to the publican, but, 
unfortunately, with the most destructive 
effects on the bulk of the people who 
consumed it. Methylated spirit was 
used for burning old paint off doors and 
shutters, and whisky adulterated with 
that spirit was calculated to burn the 
stomachs of the unfortunate people who 
consumed it. This was owing to the high 
duty levied onthe whisky. Why should 
they discriminate against Irish whisky ! 
In connection with silent spirit, as it was 
called, whether imported or made in this 
country, he thought they were entitled 
to ask the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
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to cause inquiries to be instituted as to 
where it was made and what it was 
made from, and to try to follow it 
through its various ramifications in 
connection with the spirit trade. When 
Mr. Gladstone brought in the Budget 
in 1854 in connection with the expendi- 
ture for the Crimean War he increased 
the duty on beer by 50 percent., but now 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer proposed 
to make no increase whatever on the beer 
duty. If it were to be a question as 
between keeping the increase of 6d. per 
gallon on the whisky or increasing the 
beer duty, the Nationalist Members 
should support the latter. It had been 
pointed out and proved to demonstration 
that whisky was most unfairly taxed 
as contrasted with beer. If the Chan- 
eellor of the Exchequer could not agree 
to lop off the additional 6d. per gallon, 
at any rate he should not violate their 
intelligence by pretending that the 
tax was imposed in the interest of fair 
play and financial equality between 
England and Ireland in regard to these 
matters. The Nationalist Members 
trusted that they would be able to raise 
this whole question of the financial 
relations between the two countries ina 
more formal manner than was possible 
in a debate on a single tax. He hoped 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer would 
be able to assure Irish Members that this 
tax would not be continued beyond next 
August, as the right hon. Gentleman 
said last year that it would only be a 
temporary tax. He did not wish to be 
misunderstood. He was not standing 
there as an advocate of intemperance 
or of the increased consumption of 
whisky. Far from it. He should like to 
see the consumption of whisky in Ireland 
at any rate reduced very largely, and he 
should like to see the consumption of 
honest Irish whisky increased in this 
country on the ground of temperance, 
because it would then drive out of the 
market bad and deleterious spirit. which 
was doing an enormous amount of harm 
to the health of the community. 


Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG (Cavan, East) 
said he considered the duty on whisky 
was too high at 11s. per proof gallon. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer would 
agree with him that it did not even pay 
him to put that tax on. It would pay 
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the Chancellor of the Exchequer better 
at 10s., and it would be better for the 
country. There was a point at which 
it was dangerous to tax an article, and he 
thought they had not only reached that 
point in whisky, but they had gone 
beyond it. Patent still whisky was used 
enormously in this country, and to make 
a gallon twenty-five over proof by that 
process cost Is. 3d. On that the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer had to be paid 
13s. 9d. of duty The proportion of 
duty to cost in whisky was out of all 
proportion as compared with any other 
article on which duty was levied. Beer 
was probably the nearest thing to it, but 
the proportion between beer and whisky 
was as 2s. 3d. to lls. He did not say the 
duty on beer was too little, but he dis- 
tinctly said the duty on whisky was too 
much. It was not good for the commu 
nity, and it was not good for the revenue 
to put so large a tax on whisky. He 
wished to disabuse the public mind with 
regard to the great evil which was said to 
take place in this country from the use 
of silent whisky. Silent whisky was 
German whisky which came in here, 
and he believed it was rarely used in this 
country asa beverage. It was only used 
for methylation. He was really not much 
afraid of « further duty being put on 
spirits, not because the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer would have any qualms of 
conscience in increasing the duty, but 
because he was satisfied that it would not 
pay, and that it would be detrimental 
to the public interest. He had asked 
a question that day as to whether the 
6d. could not be taken off, and he did not 
get a favourable answer, but he hoped 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer would 
reconsider the matter. 


Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
S.) said that after the unimpassioned 
and impartial speech just delivered, he 
was afraid that anything he could say 
would fall very flat. He desired that the 
country should understand that the 
Irish Members were not unanimous in 
protesting against this tax. [An Hon, 


MeMBeER on the Irish benches: Yes, 
‘we are.| Not even three-fourths of 
them. He thought that the feeling of 


'that part of the country which he had 
|the honour to represent towards the 
/Chancellor of the Exchequer was that 
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tives for Ireland. 
man had not added to a single tax which 
bore on that country. 
Irish Benches of “Sugar! ”’] He desired 
to give the heartiest support to the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, and he would 
have been better pleased had the right 
hon. Gentleman increased the duty on 
whisky. There was a meeting of the 
National Temperance Association that 
afternoon in the Mansion House, with 
the Archbishop of Canterbury in the 
chair, and he had sent a telegram expres- 
sing regret that he could not be there 
to support the Archbishop, because he 
felt it his bounden duty to remain in the 
House to support the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer. 


Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.) said that 
the hon. Gentleman who had last spoken 
would tax whisky on religious grounds. 
[Mr. JounsTon : Why not ?] Well, most 
of the bad whisky came from the hon. 
Gentleman's own constituency. It was 
very important that the House should 
know how the people of Ireland had been 
treated in this matter. The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer gave last year a clear 
and specific promise that this tax would 
only last a certain period. Hon. Gentle- 
men on the other side of the House 
should bear in mind that that promise 
had not been kept, and that probably the 
promises of the right hon. Gentleman 
in regard to the coal and sugar duties 
would be as evasive as that with reference 
to the whisky duty. It was very unfair 
to increase the tax on an important 
[rish industry, which had already reached 
the breaking point, as the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer himself admitted in his 
opening statement. From the very 
instructive set of figures supplied by the 
hon. Member for West Islington he found 
that in 1893--94 the total revenue from 
whisky was £2,234,684, but when the 
duty was increased to 11s. per gallon the , 
revenue only amounted to £2,471,000, 
or an increase of £236,000. He thought 
hat was a very clear indication that the ! 
tax on whisky could not be further 
increased with any profit to the revenue. | 


Mr. William Johnston. 


{COMMONS} 


his Budget dealt very impartially with 
all interests and sections of Great Britain ; 
and if there was one section of the House 
more than another which had a right to 
be grateful it was surely the representa- 
The right hon. Gentle- 


[Cries from the 
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They could tax an article out of existence, 
and if the Government continued this 
tax on a legitimate Irish industry jt 
would be killed. The effect of the 
increased tax on Irish whisky had been 
to drive it out of the British market, and 
to introduce a cheap German spirit, 
manufactured from sawdust and _sul- 
phuric acid ; and in a great many cases 
that obnoxious compound had _ been 
palmed off on the British public as good 
Irish whisky. Good, well-matured Irish 
whisky was as little intoxicating as some 
of the German wines. After all whisky 
was the wine of Ireland, and was used 
for medicinal and other purposes, besides 
driving people into the ways of intemper- 
ance. He found that on 72s. worth of 
beer the taxation was 8s. ; on 72s. worth 
of wine the taxation was 9s.; on 72s. 
worth of coffee the taxation was 9s. : 
but on 72s. worth of spirits the taxation 
was 29s. 6d. That meant that on a 1s. 
worth of beer a man paid only 14d. of 
taxation, but on 1s. worth of whisky he 
paid 5d. When the British working 
man, who shouted for the South African 
War, drank 1s. worth of beer he only paid 
13d., but the poor Irishman, who had 
objected all along to that iniquitous war, 
drank 1s. worth of whisky he paid 5d. 
Not only had the taxation on whisky 
reached the point at which it ceased to be 
profitable, but it was driving the good 
Irish stuff out of the market and intro- 
ducing an impure foreign stuff. They 
could not go into a decent public-house 
in this country and get a glass of Irish 
whisky which could be safely drunk. 
It was not Irish whisky at all, but a 
deleterious German spirit. Irish whisky 
had been unfairly treated in the matter 
of taxation. The hon. Member for South 
Belfast seemed to think that the whisky 
industry in Ireland should be extinguished 
altogether. 


Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON: Hear. 
hear ! 
Mr. TULLY: But Ireland was 


naturally a favourable country for pro- 
ducing all the materials for making 
good Irish whisky. What would the 
Germans or French say if it were proposed 
to wipe out the production of wine, for 
which those countries were naturally 
adapted ? It was very important that 
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hon. Members on both sides of the House 
should carefully weigh how the Irish 
Members had been treated by the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer on this question, 
and how his promises had been broken. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer himself 
admitted that the Irish people had a 
grievance in this matter, and had been 
unfairly treated, and he asked the right 


hon. Gentleman whether he could not give | 


some indication of the intentions of the 
Government in regard to discontinuing 
the tax. He admitted that this Budget 
was the first for many years in which 
Ireland had not been treated unfairly, 
and he hoped the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, bearing in mind his promise 
last year, would give the Irish Members 
some assurance of relief which they could 
tell to their people at home. 


*THe CHANCELLOR or thr EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacn, 
Bristol, W.): | am very much obliged 
to the hon. Member for the admission 
he has just made that in this year's 
Budget | have not striven to deal un- 
fairly with Ireland. I can assure the hon. 
Member that with regard tothe additional 
taxation imposed last year, in that also 
I tried to deal fairly with Ireland. Last 
year that addition was expected by me 
and by the House to be temporary, and I 
have explained already to the House the 
circumstances in which it was necessary 
tocontinue it. [only propose to continue 
it in these resolutions and in the Finance 
Bill for another year, because I hope that 
by that time I may be able to review the 
financial position and consider how 
these taxes may be dealt with. I can 
not, however, make any promise now 
as tothe future until I see what expendi- 
ture I have to meet. I shall be just 
as glad as the hon. Member to get rid 
of this and other additional taxation, but 
if the country has to meet expenditure 
like the present | am afraid it cannot 
be done. The additional tax on spirits 
has been criticised in its relation to 
the tax on beer. The general taxation 
of spirits is doubtless higher in propor- 
tion to the amount of alcohol, and I can 
only say it has always been, and I believe 
still is, the recognised principle of the 


taxation of aleohol that the stronger the | 


liquor in which the alcohol is contained 
the heavier the tax. That is a principle 


{29 Apri 1901} 


poorer. I 
‘taxation upon Irish whisky from that 


Means. 94 


| which holds good not only in this country, 


but all other countries which deal with 
taxation of this kind. The hon. Member 
has been almost as eloquent upon the vir- 
tues of Irish whisky as the hon. Member 
for the Sudbury Division upon the virtues 
of English beer. I am surprised to hear 
that it is principally used for medicinal 
purposes, and has no great intoxicating 
power. I am not a large consumer of 
Irish whisky, but I should be rather 
afraid to attack it with such views as 
those. 


I think hon. Members who have 


discussed the relative taxation of whisky 


and beer have really omitted to consider 
that the burden on Ireland of the fur- 
ther taxation of spirits is to be measured 
not so much by the production of spirits 


in Ireland as by the consumption. 
Irish Members make it a grievance, 
whisky being an Irish export, that 


by its export Ireland is so much the 
cannot myself regard the 


point of view. No doubt there is a 
larger proportionate consumption — of 
spirits in Ireland than in England, but 
I believe the disproportion is steadily 
diminishing year by year, and that beer 
and porter are becoming more popular. 
For Ireland’s sake I am glad of it. because 
I would much prefer that people should 
drink ale and porter rather than spirits : 
not on the ground of revenue, but from 
the point of view of health. I do not 
believe much silent spirit, as it is 
called, imported from Germany, is used 
here for drink. I believe it is used in 
manufacture. On the whole question, 
which has been only lightly touched 
upon, and which could only be lightly 


-touched upon, on this resolution of the 


relative taxation of Ireland, | am quite 
willing to admit that the tax on spirits 
does pro tanto press more heavily on 
Ireland than on England. It is a part of 
our general system which has that effect, 
whereas other parts of that system bear 
more lightly on Ireland than on other 
parts of the kingdom. Whether it is 
fair or not I will not now discuss; 
but I believe the objections which 
hon. Members from Ireland raised to 
the taxation on spirits are due not so 
much to a wish on their part that 
spirits should be lightly taxed so that 
they might become cheap, and be more 
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largely consumed than at present, astoa_ to 
taxation which 
That is 
which we cannot now discuss for reasons 
Members 
acquainted, and I must ask the House 


desire to diminish the 
Ireland _ bears. 


with which hon. 
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sanction this additional tax, 
rate for another year. 
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Resolution to be reported to-morrow, 
at Two of the clock ; Committee to sit 
again upon Wednesday. 


WAYS AND MEANS [l9rH Aprit] 


REPORT 
Order read for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Question [22nd April], “* That 
this House doth agree with the Committee 
in the Resolution. 


LOAN. 


That, towards making good the supply 
granted to His Majesty for the service 
of the year ending on the thirty-first 
day of March, nineteen hundred and 
two, sums not exceeding sixty million 
pounds may be raised by all or any of 
the following methods :— 


(a) by means of the creation of two 
and three-quarter per cent. 
Consolidated Stock within the 
meaning of the National Debt 
Conversion Act, 1888; or 

(h) by means of the issue of further 
War Stock or War Bonds under 
the War Loan Act, 1900; or 

(ce) by means of the issue of Treasury 
Bills ; or 

(d) by means of the issue of Exchequer 
Bonds ; 

and that the principal of, and interest on, 
any sum so raised be charged on the 
Consolidated Fund. 

That allexpenses incurred in connection 
with raising the said sums, including 
any additional remuneration to the 
Banks of England and Ireland, be 
charged on the Consolidated Fund.” 


Question again proposed. 
Debate resumed. 


Mr. DOHERTY (Donegal. N.) said 


he rose to protest against the loan of 


sixty millions for the purposes of paying 


the cost of the infamous war that was 
being waged in South Africa. He 
would like to hear from the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer at what price the loan 
had beer 'placed'zs there was’ a strong 
feeling on the irisli Benches that the 
expense of, this war should be Jaid not 


‘ on 
ae 
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on the shoulders of the people of Ireland, 
but upon the shoulders of the men who 
had been the main cause of it. The ex. 
pense should be borne not only by the 
Transvaal, but by the Jews and money- 
lenders of the London Stock Exchange, 
to whom, to a large extent. it was due, 
One hon. Member upon the Conservative 
side of the House had said in the course 
of debate that if the war cost 200 millions 
it would be a very good price for which 
to obtain the Transvaal, and if that were 
so, it was not the present generation 
who ought to pay at all but future 
generations who would enjoy the fruits 
of the war we were now waging. So far 
as Ireland was concerned, nine-tenths of 
the people opposed the war, and _ he 
appealed to the Leader of the House. 
recollecting his late connection with 
Ireland, to use his influence to relieve 
Ireland from the burden she would have 
to bear if this war tax outlined by the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer were put 
upon her. There was no reason why 
Ireland should pay any more than the 
colonies paid, in fact the colonies should 
be made to pay for their enthusiasm and 
the way in which they had assisted to 
take the liberty of the Boers away. 


Mr. FLYNN saidthe resolution raised 
a question of the highest principle and 
highest importance. For once he dis- 
agreed with the hon. Member who had 
just sat down, who appeared to think 
that posterity ought to be called upon 
to pay the costs of the war, and that 
therefore, the loan was justified. Such 
a suggestion reminded him of Robes- 
pierre’s question, “What has posterity 
ever done for us.’ He thought those 
who caused the war should pay a large 
proportion of the cost. The Govern- 
ment were putting off the evil day. He 
felt convinced that if the late Mr. Glad- 
stone were alive and in the House, he 
would denounce in the strongest terms 
this system of raising money by way of 


‘loans instead of by fresh taxation. He 


was not capable of suggesting the 
alternative courses to be pursued, but 
at the same time he could not help think- 
ing it would have been more honest and 
straightforward to have raised a con- 
siderable proportion of the sixty millions 
required by direct and indirect taxation 
instead of by a loan at 2? per cent. 
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When the Government found that this | 


war was costing so much and likely to 
last so long, they ought to have made 
inquiries into new sources of taxation. 
They might have taxed ground rents 
and ground values, so that the landlords 
who draw so much money from those 
sources should pay their fair share. 
The Committee was told there was no 
hope of obtaining any assistance from 
these wealthy mines in the Transvaal. 
Why not? And again, why did not the 
Government instead of having an in- 
come tax of Is. 2d. in the £. have a 2s. 
income tax with proper graduations, 
so that it should not fall on incomes of 
lessthan £1,000? Such a tax would be a 
real test of whether the war was popular. 
It was not honest to put the burden 
upon generations to come; the proper 
course was to place it upon the shoulders 
of the present generation by means of 
direct and indirect taxation. The loan 
would go on and other loans would be 
asked for, and the whole 200 millions 
would be raised by way of loan, and 
nally added to the National Debt, and 
the only share the present generation 
would pay would be the interest upon 
that loan. The Government had claimed 
that the great majority by which they 
were returned was an endorsement of 
their policy, but he contended that the 
true test was by taxation, and, having 
regard to the way in which the proposals 
of the Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
been met, he thought he was justified 
in saying the war was not so popular as 
had been supposed. 
the resolution. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) hoped 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer would 
take the House into his confidence, and 
tell them more than on a_ previous 
occasion he had judged it wise to do. 
The first question he wished to ask was, 
why was the whole loan of sixty millions 
issued so promptly? He had under- 
stood that the right hon. Gentleman was 
only going to borrow some forty millions 
at present, and that he only took the 
right to borrow the remainder so that he 
might be able to do so if necessary during 
the year. 


(rentleman took power to borrow thirty- 
five millions he did not exercise his full 
borrowing powers, he only borrowed , 
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He protested against | 


Last year when the right hon. | 
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thirty. To-day he had exercised his 


borrowing powers to the utmost. He 
also wished to know what was the pro- 
portion of the needs of the present year for 
which this money was borrowed. The 
great crime of the right hon. Gentleman 
was that he delivered good moral lectures 
to the House, and that he complained that 
the Opposition did not strengthen his 
hands ; but when they came to the actions 
of the right hon. Gentleman they were 
hardly up to the level of his speeches. So 
faras hecould make out, sixty millions had 
been raised by loan, and eleven millions 
by new taxation, so that out of seventy- 
one millions raised only eleven millions 
were raised by taxation. He had seen 
the statement that the loan was divided 
into two parts, and thirty millions were 
placed with foreign bankers before the 
issue to British bankers. If he was 
wrong he would be glad to be set right, 
but he understood that a large foreign 
syndicate had in this way an advantage 
over British bankers, as they knew the 
precise price at which they could get the 
loan and could make their arrangements. 
Another interesting point in this con- 
nection was the total amount of national 
indebtedness after the issue of the loan. 
He understood the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, in his Budget speech, to say 
the amount was then 687 millions. Did 
that include the sixty millions? It 
probably did not. If it did not, that would 
bring the total amount up to 747 millions, 
almost the largest amount at which the 
Debt had ever stood. So far as he could 
see, the Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
strained his powers to the utmost limit, 
and no doubt that had had a depressing 
effect on national securities. He hoped 
some explanation would be given before 
the resolution was carried. 


Mr. TULLY said that, in his opinion, 
if the loan was to be raised at all, 
it should be charged on some special 
matter. The Government should charge 
it upon the new colonies which they had 
annexed, but not yet conquered, and call 
it the “Transvaal Loan.” Unless the 
loan was charged on something it would 
entirely disappear in the National Debt, 
and the gentlemen interested in the 
Rhodesian companies would devise some 
plan by which it should never be charged 
on the gold mines of the Transvaal. 
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Those mines were the richest in the 
world. and the capitalists who had 
encouraged the war should be made to 
subscribe to the cost of it. Therefore 
the loan should be known by a special 
name, so that any future Chancellor of 
the Exchequer might be able to levy it 
upon the Transvaal. The more honest 
method of raising the money would be 
by taxation, as was done at the time of 
the Crimean War, which had been 
reckoned the greatest blunder ot this 
couutry in the past, as the South African 
war would be in the future regarded as 
the greatest crime which could have been 
perpetrated. What was about to be done 
was neither honest to the present or just 
to future generations, and he was asto- 
nished that the proposal to issue such a 
loan did not meet with a vigorous protest 
from the Liberal party, having in view 
the enormous burden there would be on 
the country when that party came into 
power. The loan should bear the dis- 
tinetive title of Transvaal War Loan, 
and be imposed on the new colonies to 
start them with a debt. Capitalists who 
encouraged the war should not escape 
from their financial liability. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal. 5.) 
thought the hon. Member had treated 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer rather 
hardly. The right hon. Gentleman had 
been abused in all the moods and tenses 
for having issued the loan. Individually, 
he considered the policy of the war a most 
infamous policy. It was the blackest 
proceeding in which any Government 
could be engaged; but the right hon. 
Gentleman had no other course open to 
him. Not so long ago the right hon. 
Gentleman at Bristol, speaking at the 
Colston bauguet, said that, so far as he 
was concerned, the mine-owners would 
bear the expense of the war; that he 
would not allow them to ride roughshod 
over the people, and saddle them with 
the expense. Nevertheless, the wealthy 
companies had got off scot-free, and the 
people were to be taxed, and those for 
whose benefit the war was made were to 
escape. The fact was that the Govern- 
ment dare not tax the mine-owners of the 
Transvaal, because if they did the Rhodes- 
Hawkesley correspondence would be 
published. 
Mr. Tully. 
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Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun. 
dee) pointed out that the resolution 
authorised the Chancellor of the Ex. 
chequer to raise £60,000,000 by any one 
of four specified methods, whereas he 
understood that the right hon. Gentle- 
man had already decided upon the 
particular method by which he would 
raise the money. 


*Sm M. HICKS BEACH: It was 
necessary to give the alternatives in the 
resolution, in order that everybody 
might not know the precise form in 
which I desired to raise the money. Of 
course, the Bill itself will apply only to 
the particular method adopted. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: | { 
would suggest that the resolution, as 
now before the House, is, as to methods 
(5), (c), and (d), absolutely unnecessary. 
What I was going to suggest to the right 
hon. Gentleman was that he should pass 
the resolution in the only form in which 
it will be effective—that is to say, he 
should take power to raise £60,000,000 
by method (a), that being the form in 
which, as he has now told us, he has made 
arrangements for raising the money. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: We are now 
merely asking the assent of the House to 
the resolution passed by the Committee. 
It will not make the slightest difference 
whether it is passed in this form or in 
the form suggested by the hon. Member. 
If, however, it were to be passed in 
another form I should have to bring in 
another resolution, pass it through 
Committee, and then pass it through 
the House. 


Mr. BUTCHER (York) : There is one 
detect in this otherwise admirable Budget 
which I should be very glad if the right 
hon. Gentleman could see his way to 
remedy before he brings in the necessary 
Bill to sanction this loan. I desire to see 
some clear and definite pronouncement 
by Parliament, which would have the 
effect of providing that an adequate 
proportion of the cost of this war shall 
eventually fall upon the new colonies. 
We have had statements from the right 
hon. Gentleman—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member's 
observations would be more appropriate 
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to the Second Reading of the Finance 
Bill, when the whole scheme will be 
before the House. This resolution has 
to do with the specific question of raising 
the money by loan. 


Mr. BUTCHER: I would merely 
express my regret that the loan has not 
taken the form of a Transvaal loan, 
charged on the revenues of the colony 
and guaranteed by this country. It is 
not as if we were wholly without infor- 
mation as to the riches of the Transvaal. 
We know that the profits of the gold 
mines have, in the past, been very great, 
and we have no reason to suppose that 
those profits will be diminished under 
British rule as opposed to that of Presi- 
dent Kruger. In addition to that, we 
have the knowledge that the old Trans- 
yaal Government owned very valuable 
property, such as mining property, and 
banking and other shares. We there- 
fore know enough of the new Govern- 
ment of the Transvaal to be certain that 
it will be possessed of vast assets and 
large revenues. Consequently, I should 
have been glad to see a large portion of 
the cost of the war raised by a loan 
directly and primarily charged on the 
Transvaal and its revenues. It it is too 
late, as I suppose it is now, to get that 
done, I would ask the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer whether it would be possible, 
in the Bill sanctioning this loan, to pro- 
vide that by some date to be fixed now 
or hereafter the whole or a substantial 
portion of the loan will be charged upon 
the new colonies. 


*Sm M. HICKS BEACH: I hope the 
House will not pursue this debate at any 
length, because it must be remembered 
that this is but a formal resolution, and 
a full opportunity for debate will be 
afforded on the Second Reading of the 
Bill—which will be a separate Bill from 
the Finance Bill. With regard to the 
point raised by the hon. Member for 
York, I would remind the House that it 
was raised and discussed on a former 
occasion, when I think I received the 
practically unanimous assent of the 
House to this principle, namely, that in 
the present condition of the Transvaal, 


which I have myself described, it would | 


be misleading and _ useless to issue a 
Transvaal Joan, for a _ contribution 
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to the cost of the war, guaranteed by 
this country, rather than a_ loan 
secured on the credit of this country, 
and that the effect of doing so would 
be to saddle the taxpayers of this country 
with a larger rate of interest than they 
would otherwise have to pay. Of course, 
I quite agree with my hon. friend that 
we must keep the matter in mind. | 
said so in my Budget speech, and | 
pointed out then to the Committee that 
for several years to come—for at least ten 
years—the loans which we have already 
borrowed on account of this war will, 
from time to time, be falling in. and then 
will be the time, if possible, to make some 
such arrangement as is desired. Several 





Members below the gangway opposite 
have criticised this resolution, but on 
different grounds. The hon. Member 
who commenced the debate said he 
idid not want any taxation imposed 
upon Ireland. This is not a_ tax; 


it is a loan resolution. Another hon. 
Member said he disagreed with his hon. 
colleague, and thought that all this 
money should have been raised by taxa- 
tion. Yet the hon. Member is among 
those who have invariably opposed all the 
proposals of taxation which it has been 
my duty tomake. The hon. Member for 
West Islington asked some questions with 
regard to the issue of the loan. | hoped 
to have satisfied the hon. Member for 
once in a way, because | remember that 
in the last speech he made upon this 
subject he pressed me to inform him 
precisely how | intended to borrow, and 
urged that it should be by Consols. [am 
very glad that in that, at any rate, I have 
satisfied the hon. Member. Now he asks 
why | raised the whole sum at once. | 
did so because in that way | could raise 
it to the best advantage and spread the 
whole of the payments for the loan over a 
longer time, and thus cause much less 
inconvenience to the Money Market than 
if the payments had to be made at shorter 
intervals. Further, it was of great im- 
portance to the public interest that the 
loan, so to speak, should be got rid of, 
and that the Stock Exchange should be 


relieved from the feeling that large 
issue was still impending. That was 


my reason for issuing the whole at one 
time. But as | have already stated, 
there is a considerable amount of 
Treasury bills falling due, and | shall be 
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The total 


if the course of the war should permit, amount of what ? 


in paying off the Treasury bills as they 
become due. The hon. Member asked 
why I issued half the loan to certain large 
firms—whom he quite wrongly charac- 
terised as foreign firms—and only issued 
the remaining half to the public at large. 
Anybody who has considered these 
matters knows that to borrow sixty 
millions at one time is a financial opera- 
tion of considerable magnitude, and while 
I wished, on the one hand, to obtain for 
the loan as good a price as possible in the 
market, I desired even more strongly on 
the other that there should be no risk 
of anything but a most successful issue. 
The morning atter my Budget. state- 
ment Consols touched 944. Iam afraid 
that my speech, with the statement that 
it would be necessary to borrow a large 
sum, necessarily rather lowered their 
value. But I rather pride myself upon 
having. shortly before Consols touched 
that point, agreed with certain large 
financial houses in the City to take half 
the loan at 943. If the House compares 
that operation with the operation, for 
example, which Sir George Cornewall 
Lewis had to undertake at the com- 
mencement of the Crimean War, when he 
announced an issue of fifteen millions, and 
3 per cent. Consols being at 90, he could 
only obtain 872 for his issue, I think I 
may venture to say that I did better for 
the taxpayer than did Sir George 
Cornewall Lewis. Then the hon. Member 
for West Islington says that the result of 
this borrowing has been to considerably 
depress securities. I think, on the con- 
trary, that if the hon. Member looks into 
the matter he will see that securities are 
now rising. The knowledge that a large 
loan was to be raised undoubtedly did 
depress securities, but they are now dis- 
tinctly rising again. Though, of course, 
vou cannot borrow large sums of money 
in the Money Market, and you cannot 
engage in very costly wars— Nationalist 
cheers]—you cannot engage in costly but 
necessary wars—without lowering the 
value of securities, yet | do not think that 
the way in which I have borrowed the 
sums required has had any such effect as 
the hon Member suggests. ; 


Mr. LOUGH: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman give the House the total 


amount ? 


Sir M. Hicks Beach. 


Mr. LOUGH: The total amount 
to which the loan brings up the Debt. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: The total 
amount of the loan is £60,000,000. If 
the hon. Member will add that to the 
amount of the Debt, which I stated in 
my Budget speech—I have not the exact 
figures here—the amount will. of course, 
be increased by that sum. 


Mr. LOUGH : I only asked the ques- 
tion because, when I stated the amount 
just now, it was met with ridicule on the 
other side of the House. £687,000,000 
was the amount mentioned in the Budget 
speech, and £60,000,000 added to that 
brings the sum to £747,000,000. | 
merely ask whether my figures ar 


- correct. 


*Sm M. HICKS BEACH: I have no 
doubt that, if the hon. Gentleman's 
first amount is right, his figures are 
correct. I think I have now answered 
all the points which have been addressed 
to me. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL said the right 
hon. Gentleman had not explained why 
he was borrowing now, notwithstanding 
the fact that, in October, 1899, he said 
he would not borrow except for a first- 
class war. 


*Srr M. HICKS BEACH: I fully 
explained that in my Budget speech. 
That statement related to a war which, 
it was then anticipated, would be a com- 
paratively small war. [ pointed out 
that the cost had grown so enormously 
that the circumstances were entirely 
altered, and that I was justified therefore 
in issuing a funded loan. 


Mr. JOYCE (Limerick): I feel that 
I must voice my feelings, and the feelings 
of the great majority of my constituents, 
in condemnation of this war and all its 
belongings. We are asked to vote a loan 
of £60,000,000 towards the cost of one 
of the most unholy and unjust wars 
ever waged, but I for one will protest 
against any payment in connection with 
that object, whether the amount be £1 
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or £160,000,000. The Government 
plunged into this war in the most reck- 
Jess manner; and the people who backed 
them in so doing ought to pay in a hand- 
some manner; but those, whether they 
be in England or in Ireland, who have 


all along opposed the war, ought not to be | 


called upon to bear the burden. There 
js another point to which I should like 
to refer, and that is with regard to the 
children of some of my constituents who 
have been dragged out to South Africa 
to fight your battles. Some of these boys 
were not fifteen years old, and should 
have been at school--— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: These are matters 
which it is not open to the hon. Member 
to discuss on this oceasion. 


Mr. JOYCE: Very well, Sir. I will 
just give my idea, from a nautical point 
of view, with regard to this war. The 
Government drifted into the war, think- 
ing they could sail off with a trade-wind 
and on a summer sea, and that a harbour 
of safety was before them, in which they 
could cast anchor whenever they got 
tired of fighting. Before they had been 
very long embarked, squalls 
whether those squalls took the name of 
De Wet, or Botha, or Delarey, I know not, 
but the Government soon found them- 
selves in a very sad condition. But not 
only did the Government drift into the 
war, they are now drifting into the taxes 
out of which the cost of the war was to 
he paid. They do not know where to 
raise the money, and so there is to be a 

It is only since 


arose— 


loan of £60,000,000. 
| have been a Member of the House that 
[ have discovered there is so much money 
in the world ; at any rate, I have never 
quite believed it until I heard the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer speaking of 
£100,000,000 as though it was a mere 
bagatelle. I only wish a little of the cost 
of the war was given to Ireland; the 
people there would be able to do 
some good with the money. The 
House is asked to vote borrowing 
powers to the extent of £60,000,000, but 
I for one shall protest against every 
penny of taxation proposed by the 


Government, no matter what form 
it is suggested it shall take. 
Mr. BOUSFIELD (Hackney, N.): 


— 


do not think the Chancellor of the 
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Exchequer quite apprehended the point 
which the hon. and learned Member for 
York desired to make. It is admitted 
on all hands that it may be some years 
—let us say ten—before we can really 
call upon the Transvaal to make any 
effective contribution towards the money 
we are now raising or going to raise 
by way of loan. But there is a danger 
that, when those ten years have expired 
and the Transvaal is in a position to 
make such an effective contribution, the 
matter may have passed out of mind, and, 
unless something is done at the present 
time to record the intention of the 
Government, it may be forgotten. | 
think the House, in giving power to 
raise this loan, may very fairly ask 
the Government to put on record that 
it is their intention—one cannot say 
more—at some future period to get 
back as much of this money as may be 
fair and reasonable trom the Govern- 
ment of the Transvaal. Governments 
come and go. Who can say what may 
be the position of things in teh” years 
time? The position of any future 
Government which has to deal with 
the question will be very different ii, 
in bringing this matter forward, they 
can refer to some definite expression 
of intention, recorded at the time ot 
issuing the loan. J would suggest that 
it would be very easy to do this when 
the Bill is introduced by reciting that, 
whereas such and such is the intention 
of the Government, in the meantime 
it is necessary to raise the money by 
loan. The then existing Government 
would be able to refer to such a recital, 
and there would be a solid foundation 
for making proposals which otherwise 
might be looked upon as stale, and as 
having no reference to any then existing 
state of circumstances. 


CoLonEL NOLAN (Galway, N.) hoped 
the House would never be so foolish 
as to attempt to put any part of the 
cost of the war on the Transvaal. He 
held this view, not from any sentimental 
reason, but purely on the ground of 
policy. If any of the cost were put 
upon the Transvaal, this country would 
have to engage in a second war to collect 
it. What happened in the case of 
America? We went to war to protect 
our American colonies against France. 
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The colonies were delighted to have 
our assistance, but the moment they 
were asked to pay a penny towards 
the cost they revolted. Exactly the 
sume thing would happen in the Trans- 
vaal. 


*Mr., SPEAKER: The question of 
levying a tax in the Transvaal cannot 
be discussed on this Vote. 


COLONEL NOLAN said he would not 
pursue the subject further than to say 
that, if the Government adopted such 
a recital as had been suggested, they 
would set against this country not only 
the Dutch but also the English in the 
Transvaal, because it would become 
their interest to sever their connection 
with Great Britain. There was one 
point to which he wished to call attention 
in regard to the method by which this 
money was being raised. He under- 
stood that those who took up the loan 
obtained £100 worth of stock by paying 
£94 10s., so that the country would 
eventually have to pay for £5 10s. which 
it did not receive. It was always said 
that that was the great mistake Pitt 
made, but when there was a war the 
lessons of history were forgotten. He 
should, however, like some explanation 
as to why the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer was following this plan of 
paying £100 for every £95 10s. he ob- 
tained, because, under that arrange- 
ment, we should have to pay £60,000,000, 
while receiving only about £57,000,000. 


Mr. HAVILAND-BURKE 
County, Tullamore): Speaking on 
behalf of the younger and newer 
members of the Lrish party, I feel that 
I should be failing in my duty if I did 
not protest against this loan, no matter 
how it is raised, because it is a conse- 
quence of the evil spirit of militarism 
which threatens to ruin industry and 
trade, and which sacrifices every social 
and industrial interest for a policy of 
aggression, miscalled Imperial expansion. 
We often hear the cry that trade follows 
the flag, and that you have only got 
to hoist the Union Jack over any terri- 
tory in order to secure immediate prac- 
tical benefit to the industrial and com- 
mercial classes of this country. It is 
very strange that a Ministry using such 


(King’s 


Colonel Nolan. 
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an argument should have ordered steel 
bridges in the United States and guns 
in Prussian arsenals. I think it would 
have been better occupied in protecting 
the markets we have already got, and 
developing our undeveloped resources, 
instead of going on these wild and san- 
guinary expeditions to 
markets, which are so uncertain both 
as regards the present and the future. 
The next reason why | oppose this loan 
is that | look upon it as a prelude to a 
system of conscription. In introducing 
his great scheme of Army reform, the 
Secretary of State for War told us that 
he only supported the voluntary enlist- 
ment system so long as it gave him a 
sufficient number of men. 


acquire new 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order. order! The 
hon. Member is travelling quite outside 
the question which is before the House. 


*Mr. HAVILAND-BURKE: My con- 
tention is that the tax for the war should 
fall upon those who are responsible for 
the waging of the war. It is against 
every principle not only of sound finance, 
but of sound statesmanship, that the 
people of any country should be en- 
couraged to plunge into a ‘war policy in 
the knowledge that the burden will not 
fall upon them selves but upon the people 
whocome afterthem. ‘To my mind there 
are other and better outlets for this 
£60,000,000 which is to be borrowed 
for the waging of a wasteless, useless, 
and unnecessary war. I will not tres- 
pass upon the time of this House at any 
greater length, but I wish to say, in 
conclusion, that in this protest against 
expenditure for so-called national ex- 
pansion my hon. colleagues who are 
members of the Irish party and myself 
are ready to face the cheap and easy 
charge of treason and disloyalty to the 
Empire and the Crown which has been 
levelled in this House against some 
of the greatest statesmen who ever trod 
its floor, when they stood up against a 
reckless policy of war and ruinous ex- 
penditure. It was raised against Chat- 
ham when Court newspapers clamoured 
for his impeachment; against Burke 
when he urged the Irish Parliament to 
prevent the Irish Militia being used 
against the revolted American colonists : 


against John Bright, Cobden, and 
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Gladstone when they protested against 
what they considered to be an evil war 
policy. The members of the Irish party 
will protest to the last against this war 
Vote at every stage, and we will have it 
recorded of us that, whatever our faults, 
we said and did everything we could 
against the war in order to leave a clean 
record behind us, and in order that it 
might be said that Ireland’s hands were 
free from responsibility for spilling 
the blood of free men, and that Ireland 
protested to the best of her capacity 
against a policy of adventure and aggres- 
sion, Which we believe will be as ruinous 
in the end as it is disgraceful now. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON (Falkirk) : 
While I intend to vote for this resolution, 
I wish to again express my regret that 
the right hon. Gentleman the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer has not raised this loan 
in a different form, and that he has not 
imposed a three per cent. war loan on 
the Transvaal, guaranteed by this coun- 
try, for in this way the contention of the 
hon. Member for North Hackney would 
have been secured. If this had been done 
the loan would have been earmarked. 
We do not know what changes of Govern- 
ment may take place, and I hold that 
the Transvaal is quite able to pay 
this war tax even to the extent of 
£100,000,000. [An Hon. MemBer : You 
have not got the Transvaal yet.] The 
right hon. Gentleman the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer does not need to wait 
for the Report of Sir David Barbour, 
although I cannot see why that Report 
should not have been presented to the 
House by this time. The whole actual, 
well-ascertained wealth that exists within 
an area of twenty-five miles round 
Johannesburg is in possession of the: 
British forces, and all that wealth will 
accrue to the mineowners under Govern- 
ment rule and order. There is no need 
for the Chancellor of the Exchequer to 
wait for a Report form Sir David Barbour. 
The mines are not ruined, £200,000 will 
repair all the damage done to machinery, 
and there is no difficulty whatever about 
opening them up once more. 


*Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.), who was greeted by loud cries of 
“ Divide!’ said: I have no intention of 
entering upon the policy of the war, but 
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before we go to a division it is important 
that the grave economic issues involved 
in the before the House 
should be seriously weighed. The ques- 
tion before us is the justification or the 
non-justification of the policy of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer in placing 
£6 out of every £7 of the cost of this 
war upon the taxpayers of the future 
instead of £1 out of every £2 as was 
done in the case of the Crimean War. 
The policy adopted is not only in- 
consistent with the professions of the 
right hon. Gentleman made in his speech 
when he said that nothing could induce 
him to deviate from the sound policy of 
placing a reasonable proportion of the 
cost of the war upon those who had to 
pay taxes at the time the war was waged. 
It is not only inconsistent with that, 
but it also constitutes a grave danger to 
the future of this country. [Ministerial 
interruptions.| If hon. Members have 
not studied the economic results of the 
policy of charging the cost of a war to 
loans, | think in time their constituents 
will enlighten them. [Interruptions.| | 
am addressing myself strictly to the que - 
tion before the House, and | have aright 
to expect to receive fair treatment and a 
fair hearing from hon. Members oppo- 
site. My contention is that this Budget 
places a ridiculously small burden upon 
the income-tax payer, and the vast cost 
of the war— £127,000,000 out ot 
£150,000,000—is to be saddled upon 
the taxpayers of the future. That 
means that the richer men are not 
paying their proper share now, and 
will not be paying it in the future, 
and that the larger proportion of the 
expense will be placed on the poorer 
taxpayers in the future as well as in the 
present. The policy of raising the money 
for the cost of the war by loan means 
economically the taxation of labour itself, 
the transfer to the workers of the bur- 
den which should fall largely on the 
income tax, the true tax for war pur- 
poses. The policy of charging to a loan 
means the withdrawal of a large amount 
of capital from productive uses and 
devoting it to unproductive uses, lessen- 
ing to that amount the fund available 
for the employment of labour. [Loud 
eries of ‘Divide, divide!’’ from the 
Min'sterial Benches.] Such a poticy has 
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been strongly condemned by John Stuart 'I think the speeches have been very 


Mill. 


The Government are not only! short and to the point, and this really is 


piling up the expenditure of the country a matter of considerable importance, 


higher and higher, but the Chanceltor 
of the Exchequer has had to admit that 
the ordinary expenditure of the country 
had greatly exceeded even the increases 
of the revenue, and that he could not 
have remitted the war 
previous year even if the war had been 
over. The Government has not the 
courage to place adequate taxation 
upon the shoulders of the wealthy 
classes in order to prevent this enormous 
burden being saddled upon posterity. 
This Budget is only the climax of the 
policy of the Government for the past 
six years of protecting the interests of 
the rich and denying fair taxation to the 
poor. Instead of borrowing this money 
and charging posterity with it, it should 
have been charged upon the persons 
who have been really responsible for this 
gigantic expenditure—the great capi- 
talists, and the noble Lords of both 
parties in the State. and all those who 
have clamoured for this policy of wild 
and reckless Imperialism. If I could 
have my way | would not carry a penny 
of the cost to a loan, but would place 
the whole of this £60.000,000 upon the 
shoulders of the millionaires of Park 
Lane and Johannesburg who had forced 
the country into this infamous and dis- 
graceful enterprise. [Loud Ministerial 
cries of ** Divide! ”’] 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Mr. 
Speaker, I wish to ask you, on a point of 
order, whether this assembly of gentle- 
men is not the most disorderly in the 
world ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Gentleman himself is not in order. 


Mr. REDDY (King’s County, Birr) : 
Mr. Speaker, you would not allow Irish- 
men to go on in that way. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs): I think that on a question 
of this magnitude, when it is proposed to 
p ace a permanent burden of £60,000,000 
upon this country, we are entitled to 
discuss it, seeing that we have only 
discussed it for such a very short time. 


Mr. Channing. 


taxes of the! 


We do not propose to discuss the war, 
but this is pre-eminently the time at 
which we should discuss the question 
whether or not this loan should be added 
to the National Debt of this country. | 
think British Members of Parliament 
are entitled to enter a word of protest 
against that course. How did the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer defend the 
raising of this money by a permanent 
loan? He said that the Transvaal 
cannot be expected to pay more, and 
that we have arrived at a stage where 
we can begin to borrow permanently 
upon the basis of the revenues of the 
country. How is the House of Commons 
to know whether the Transvaal can pay 
more than this sum? The House has 
not got the Report of Sir David Barbour, 
and this is part of the complaint which 
we have against the Government. We 
are asked to come to a decision upon 
evidence which is in the possession of 
the Government, but which they have 
not given to the House. 


*Sik M. HICKS BEACH was_ under- 
stood to say that this was not the case, 
and that he had given to the House the 
full effect of the information possessed by 
the Government. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I understood 
that it was the rule of this House that 
once you quote a document you ought 
to lay it on the Table of this House. I 
want to know how it is that this Govern- 
ment seems to be exempt from the rule 
which compels every other Government 
to be fair and frank to the House of 
Commons. When the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer quotes from a document 
which he considers is of sufficient im- 
portance to justify him in putting a 
permanent burden of £60,000,000 upon 
this country, I say that the House ot 
Commons, which is primarily respon- 
sible, ought to have the whole of that 
document in its possession. Speaking 
from memory, I think that Report was, 
as far as it went, favourable. Sir David 
Barbour said the mines were very wealthy 
and productive, and could pay a con- 
siderable sum of money. He stated 
that not only could they look forward 
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to those mines paying a considerable 
sum, but he said that there was un- 
limited wealth in the country outside 
those mines. 
that we are now borrowing £60,000,000 ? 
Take the case quoted by the hon. Mem- 
ber for Forfar of Mr. Hays-Hammond, 


{29 ApriL 1901} 


If that is so, how is it! 


who stated that the result of the war. 


would be a saving to his group of com- 
panies of £3,500,000. That means the 
capital value of these properties is in- 
creased by £120,000,000. Surely it is 
not unfair to ask these companies to pay 
50 per cent. of that amount ? 

The wise rule that has been 
followed up to the present is that 
every generation should pay for its own 
wars. This course was followed with 
regard to the Crimean War. It is true 
that a certain proportion of the money 
was borrowed at that time, but it was 
a much smaller proportion than in this 
case. After the Crimean War we bor- 
rowed something like one-half, but the 
country was not then so rich as it is 
now. We are much wealthier now, 
for the revenue has been going up by 
leaps and bounds, and how is it that 
we are now only paying some 10 or 15 


per cent. towards the cost of the war | 


and borrowing the rest? The Govern- 
ment are committing a great blunder 
in statesmanship by departing from the 
rule. We ought to make it as difficult 
as possible for people to go to war. For- 
merly, when wars were the result of 
the intrigue of kings, then we could say 
that we had no_ responsibility. Now 
the danger is that we are rushed into 
war by popular clamour, and_ those 


people who clamour for war and rush | 


us into it ought to bear the burden of it. 
It is a dangerous thing to lay down 
the principle that one generation can 
go to war and leave it to the next genera- 
tion to pay half the burden. The right 
hon. Gentleman the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer said in his Budget speech 
that the bulk of the taxation which was 
originally levied to pay for a portion of 
the burdens of the war went simply to 
meet ordinary and normal expenditure. 
What has now become of the principle 
laid down by the right hon. Gentleman 
of taxing ourselves in order to bear 
some share of this burden? The right 
hon. Gentleman laid down some very 


exalted principles of statesmanship which 


ito war with 
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he said ought to guide himself and all 
Chancellors of the Exchequer. [Minis- 
terial cries of “ Divide.”’] I assure hon. 
Members that they are not curtailing 
this debate by their interruptions. The 
Chief Secretary for Ireland, in a speech 
delivered a few days ago, described the 
House of Commons as the one place 
where a minority is allowed a fair hearing. 
It will be a mistake to ruin that reputa- 
tion of the House in order that a few 
Members may go to their dinner a quarter 
of an hour earlier. The right hon. 
Gentleman has not kept up to the level 
of his own statesmanship, for, instead 
of borrowing £60,000,000, he ought to 
have found it by means of taxation. 
He ought to have made the Kimberley 
diamond mines bear a fair share of this 
war. It was the mine-owners who 
influenced the press and supplied the 
‘“ copy” about the alleged grievances and 
outrages which roused public opinion 
up to the pitch of excitement which 
was necessary to support the Colonial 
Secretary’s war policy. 

I only make one other observation. 
The Crimean War proved, | think, the 
folly of embarking on this policy of 
borrowing money to carry on wars. 
What happened in the Crimean War! 
It was quite as popular as the present 
war, and yet seven years after the war 
was over The Times newspaper said that 
the war was a blunder, that Austria and 
Germany had far greater cause to go 
tussia than we had, and a 
time ago the present Prime 
Minister said that then we backed the 
wrong horse. Supposing the statesmen 
who were then at the head of affairs 
had adopted the same principles as the 
present Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
and had carried on the war with borrowed 
money, had exhibited their patriotism 
on borrowed money, if the feathers in 
their cap had been borrowed plumes—it 
strikes me the Secretary for the Colonies 
is strutting in borrowed plumes—sup- 
posing they had borrowed money then 


' exactly as the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
‘is borrowing it now, what would have 


been the result? The generation who 
made the war would have escaped the 
penalty, and the generation that dis- 
covered it was a mistake would have had 
Is that a fair thing 


to do? It is easier to judge of a war 
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twenty years after it is over than at the 
time. 
moment, you have what Herbert Spencer 
calls the bias of patriotism, which rather 
clouds the intellect at the time. It is 
rather difficult to judge impartially of a 
question in which your own country is 
involved; but in ten, twenty, or thirty 
years reason returns, and you can judge 
of events. It is singularly unfair that 
future generations should have to bear 
the brunt of expenditure incurred by 
their forefathers. This war is not over. 
Already we are increasing the permanent 
burdens of the country. I think it was 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer who said 
that the estimate of £58,000,000 was 
based on the assumption that the war 
would be over in four months. 


*sir M. HICKS BEACH : No. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE : I should like 
to know what the basis was, if that is 
not so. It cannot have been on the 
basis that it was going to last another 
twelve months. [ asked the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer when the previous 
Budget was brought forward the basis 
on which he was borrowing, and he said 
then that the war at full speed would be 
over by September, and that at half 
speed it would be over in February. We 
know how that calculation was realised. 
Not only are we spending as much money 
now, but we are spending more. It is 
admitted now that we are spending 
£1,500,000 a week. There is progressive 
expenditure. [ ask the Government 
whether they are borrowing money now 
on the assumption that this war is going 
to be over in four months. If not, how 
are we going to meet the deficit’ Is it 
going to be borrowed as a permanent 
loan, or is taxation to meet it? The 
whole estimate on which this loan has 
been based is not a fair one to the country. 
The Government know perfectly well 
in their own minds that the balance 
of chances is that this war will not be 
over in four months. If so, why do not 
they give a clear and straightforward 
statement to this House? The repre- 
sentatives of The Times at Bloemfontein 
and Pretoria said there was a chance of 
the war going on two years. Sir Alfred 
Milner has said that the war has gone 
back within the last six or seven months, 
Mr. Lloyd George. 
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and we are in a worse position now thau 
when we had before us the last bill for 
borrowing money. ‘There is a large part 
of our own colony in the hands of the 
enemy. I was looking at the reports 
in the Blue-book the other day. | 
find that in Cape Colony and Cape Town 
the Volunteer Defence Corps was enrolled 
for three months. That was to be the 
term of service for these Volunteers. 
They have already been four and a half 
months in the field. It shows that all 
these calculations are wrong. | do not 
know what they are based on. One 
would like to know if they are based 
on anything Lord Kitchener said. or is it 
some wild conjecture of the War Oftice ? 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I ean ex- 
plain why £58,000,000 was taken in the 
War Estimates for the cost of the war in 
South Africa and China. The total cost 
of this war last year, ending the Ist of 
April, was £68.000.000. I have taken 
in this loan sufficient to enable me to 
provide as much in the current vear as the 
war in South Africa cost last year, 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I know that, 
but the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
forgets that the estimate given by the 
Secretary of State for War is that the 
cost of the war has gone up a quarter of 
a million per week since then. That 
shows how these Estimates are made. It 
is evident that there is no sort of con- 
sultation between one department and 
another. That shows that even now 
this Estimate is wrong. What will 
happen as the weeks go by! We will 
probably be asked for Supplementary 
Estimates. Nobody thinks that we ean 
carry on to the end of the financial year 
with the money already voted. When 
will we get the Government to tell the 
whole truth to the country ! It is per- 
fectly evident from the reports that are 
coming from the front that we are not 
getting it. We get reports of successes, 
but we do not get reports of reverses. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member ts 
now discussing the conduct of the war. 
That matter is not at present before the 
House. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I do not 
challenge your ruling for a moment. 
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We are asked to add £60,000,000 to the 
Debt of the country on Estimates which 
are not correct, and I say we ought to get 
allthe information the Government have 
got. They have estimated that the war 
would cost £58,000,000 in the course of 
the current vear. I say that upon the 
facts which come, not from Government 
sources, but trom correspondents, it is 
perfectly clear that things are worse now 
in South Africa than they were twelve 
months ago, and we are entitled to get 
the truth, the whole truth, and nothing 
but the truth, with regard to what is 
transpiring in South Africa, and then 
we will be in a position to know whether, 
instead of going on adding to the per- 
manent Debt—which, as the hon. 
Member for Northampton points out, 
will eventually fall on the workmen—it 
would not be infinitely better to make 
terms with the enemy which would be 
honourable to both parties. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY (York- 
shire, W.R., Pudsey) said he wished to 
enter his protest against the manner in 
which the speakers on the Opposition 
side of the House had been treated by 
hon. Members who seemed to be in very 
great haste to arrive at the end of the 
discussion. He did not think it would 
be found to pay, even looking at it from 
the lowest motives, to attempt to bring 
the debate to a stop by shouting hon. 
Members down, or, at any rate, by 
strenuous interruption on the part of hon. 
Members on the other side. The resolu- 
tion to raise £60,000,000 on loan now 
before the House came on the top of 
other loans raised since the war began. 
He thought there was sufficient at the 
present juncture to give any hon. Member 
pause, to make any man who_ had 
financial economy at heart think whether 
the proposal of the Government was 
justifiable or not. He was not going 
into the question of the war, but he 
would deal with the manner in which the 
Government proposed to raise the money. 
At the General Election a few months 
ago hon. Members were catechised by 
the constituencies whose suffrages they 
sought. He did not think any question 


was asked him more frequently than 
this: “If you are elected will you vote | 
that as large a proportion as possible of 
the cost of the Transvaal War should be 
levied on the Transvaal and the Orange 
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Free State ?”’ He challenged hon. Mem- 
bers opposite to say that the same 
question was not put tothem. Did they 
not, with great promptitude and gusto, 
say, ‘Oh, yes; undoubtedly we think 
that, this war being undertaken on 
behalf of the Transvaal and the Orange 
Free State, as large a sum of money as 
could possibly be levied by way of taxa- 
tion, on the people of the Transvaal and 
the Free State, should be levied” ? 
Now they had an opportunity of making 
good their pledges. The sum_ of 
£60,000,000 to be raised by loan might 
very well be levied on the Transvaal and 
Free State hereafter, but at the present 
juncture they were all agreed that they 
could not expect very much from them 
for several years to come. The revenues 
of the Transvaal would be strained, and 
they would not be more than sufficient 
to pay the charges in connection with 
the Transvaal Government. But states- 
men had to deal not only with the pre- 
sent, and the immediate future, but they 
had to cast their eyes ahead. What 
would be the state of affairs in the Trans- 
vaal five or six years hence? Let them 
take it for granted that the war would 
come to an end in the next few months, 
and that the expenditure, so far as it 
concerned the military, would cease. 
Surely, British Government in the 
Transvaal ought to be what Mr. Rhodes 
called a financial asset. Surely, we 
might expect that the improved methods 
of our government would soon restore 
financial order in the Transvaal, that 
taxes would be paid, and that the ordinary 
expenses of the government of the Trans- 
vaal would be paid. But there were in 
South Africa gold and diamond mines, 
and the scheme of taxation applied to 
coal in the present Budget might be 
adopted for raising money in connection 
with the export of gold and diamonds. 


*Mr. SPEAKER said the hon. Member 
was going far beyond the subject before 
the House. He was now going on to 
discuss the mode of taxing the Transvaal. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY said he 
was only going to suggest an export duty 
on gold and diamonds, but he would not 
proceed with that. On the question 
whether it was desirable that this money 
should be raised by loan. the hon. Member 
said that in his judgment it was a very 
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objectionable practice to remit to posterity 
the obligations we ought to meet our- 
selves. Jt was making war on the cheap, 
and rendering the conduet of military 
operations easy. It was favouring the 
growth of militarism throughthe country. 
If they could with a light heart plunge 
into war, and then, instead of finding 
all the necessary sinews of war in the 
way of financial requirements, place the 
cost on the shoulders of posterity, they 

re only encouraging these wars at the 
present time. 


Mr. O'MARA (Kilkenny, 38.) said 
that for his part he regarded this large 
sum as one of the least objectionable 
features of the Budget. If he had been 
an Englishman he should have regarded 
the loan as perhaps the weakest portion 
of the Budget, because he considered 
that the borrowing of £60,000,000 on 
Consols, £30,000,000 by the war loan 
of last year, and £37,000,000 by various 
short loans--in all £127,000,000—and 
the raising of £11,000,000 by the new 
taxes proposed to be imposed this year was 
exceedingly bad finance. It was throw- 
ing upon posterity the burden of paying 
for the war. The present generation 
of taxpayers who shouted in the streets, 
and whose newspapers pressed on the 
war, were not paying for the war. As an 
Irishman he was more or less pleased 
that there was to be a large loan instead 
of the imposition of fresh taxes on his 
already overtaxed country. He sympa- 
thised with those who said the burden 
of the war should be put on the gold 
mines of the Transvaal. He should 
like to see some of the cost of the war 
raised by a Transvaal loan secured by 
the £400,000,000 or £500,000,000 the 
gold mines were said to be worth. Re- 
ferring to the way in which a former 
war loan was issued, the hon. Member 
said the large finance houses benefited, 
while the general public did not benefit 
in the way they ought to have done 
by the low price at which it was issued. 


{COMMONS} 


‘of going to war. 


, were not stained with the 
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Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.) said Englishmen had made this war 
and Englishme n ought to pay for it. 
Irishmen from the beginning had spoken 
strongly against it, ond now they objected 
to pay a share of the cost of the war. 
The Members on the Treasury Bench 
felt that if they had tried to raise the 
whole of the cost by direct taxation, 
they would alienate the people whom 
they had hoodwinked by talse promises 
and pitiful excuses as to the necessity 
In connection with 
all previous wars in which this country 
had been engaged the money required 
had been fairly divided between loans 
and direct taxation. In nearly all cases 
the proportion wasa half. In the present 
case the proportion was ninety to a hun- 
dred per cent. The Government did not 
take the manly course of paying for the 
war they brought upon themselves, but 
rather handed on the debt to be paid 
by posterity. So far as the Irish were 
concerned their hands were clean. They 
blood which 


had been shed unnecessarily in this 
unfortunate and disgraceful war. The 


capitalists of England and the Transvaal 
had brought about the war. The mines 
of the Transvaal were the object which 
this country had in view when it entered 
upon this war. Why was it that these 
mines, which they all knew were worth 
hundreds of millions, were left seot free. 
and that the working men of [reland. Scot- 
land, and England. and future genera- 
tions of these countries were to be com- 
pelled to pay for the war. which should 
be paid for by the mines through which 
the war had been brought about / He 
wished to enter his protest as an Irishman 
against this immense loan. Irishmen 
felt that they had had no part in this 
expenditure, and they had a right to 
enter their protest against it. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Aves, 213; 
Noes, 128. (Division List No. 158.) 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F } 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. | 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arehdale, Edward Mervyn | 
Arkwright John Stanhope | 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 


Mr. George Whiteley. 


Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 

Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John eon Alexander | 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. AJ 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 


| Balfour, Rt HnGerald W (Leeds 
| Barry,Sir Francis T. (Windsor) 
| Bartley, George C. T. 
Sathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
.(Maneh’r) | Blundell, Colonel Henry 

| Bond, Edward 
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Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles, T. Gibson (King’sLynn | 
Brigg, John 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Butcher, John George 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, ee Strother 
femiih, R. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V. C LW. (Derbysh. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon. J (Birm. 
Chamberlain,J.Austen( W’re’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, T. L. 
Cox, Irwin Edward B 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardig’n) 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir J. LP. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dimsdale, Sir JosephCocktield 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William T. 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Everton, Hon. A de Tatton 
Faber, George Denison 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Feilowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergus:on, Rt. Hn. SirJ(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Rbt. Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 
Forster, Heary William 
Foster, Sir M. (London Univ. 
Garfit, William 
Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H(CityofLond. 
Gibbs, Hn. Vieary (St. Albans. 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, HnJ. E. (Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon,MajE vans-(T’rH’ml’ts 


Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir JohnEldon | 


Graham, Henry Robert 
(ray, Ernest (West Ham) 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E. | 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen,CharlesP(Gloue. Stroud 


(Down, North) | 
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| Greene, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
| Grenfell, William Henry 
Groves, James Grimble 
| Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
| Hambro, Charles Erie 
| Hamilton, RtHnLrdG. (Midd’x 
| Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robt. Wm. 
| Hardy, MN (Kent, Ashford) 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
| Haslett, Sir James Horner 
| Heath, ArthurHoward( Hanley 
| Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon- HodgeRobertTrotter 
Higginbottom, Ss. W. 
| Hoare,Edw Brodie( Hampstead 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
| Hope, J. F(Sheftield, Brightside 
| Hoult, Joseph 
| Howard,John (Kent, Faversh. ) 
Howard,.J.(Midd., Tottenham) 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
| — John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
| Kennaway.Rt. Hn.Sir John H. 
Keswick, William 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lee, ArthurH(Hants,Fareham 
| Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 


Leveson-Gower, Fredk. N.S. | 


Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, RtHn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lowe, Franeis William 

| Loyd, Archie Kirkman 


Lueas. ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth | 


Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 


Macartney, RtHnW.G. Ellison | 


| Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liver pool) 
Maconochie, A. W 

M‘Arthnr, Charles (Liverpool | 
M‘Calmont,Col.J.(Antrim, E. ) 
M ‘Iver, Sir ——, W. 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 


Massey- Mainwaring, Hon. W. | 
' Max «ell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. | 


Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Milton, Viscount 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
| Mitchell, William 
| Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu. G. (Huntingdon) 
| More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire 
| Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
| Morrison, James Archibald 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Philip A. 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry 


Murray, ‘ol. Wyndham (Bath) | 


NOES. 
Ambrose, Robert 
Atherley-Jones, L. 


Barry, E. (¢ ‘ork, S.) 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
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Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, Wiiliam Graham 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 
Pemberton, John $. G. 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 

fandles, John S$. 

arg Major Frederic Carne 
teid, James (Greenock) 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
tenwick, George 
Rigg, Richard 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
topner, Col. Robert 
Round, James 

tussell, T. W. 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Seely, C ‘harles Hilton (Lincoln 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Sharpe, W illiam Edward T. 
Sinelair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, AbelH.(Hertford, East) 
Smith, H.C(Northuinb. Tynesd 
Smith, James P. (Lanarks. ) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Stock, James Henry 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Stroyan, Julin 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wim. Edw. Murray 
Trevely an, C harles Philips 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, ~ William Hall 
W ankly n, James Leslie 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Welby, Lt. -Col. ACE( Taunton 
W hiteley, H.( Ashton undLyne 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley. Rn. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Young,Commander (Berks, EF. ) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Blake, Edward 
Boland, John 

Boyle, James 
Burke, E. Haviland- 
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Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

suxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 


I] UNS and 


Campbell, John (Armagh, 5.) 


Causton, Richard Knight 
Cogan, Denis .J. 

Craig, Robert Hunter 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Delany, William 


Dewar.John A. (Inverness-sh. ) 


Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Dufty, William .J. 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 


Evans, Samuel T.(Glamorgan) 


Fenwick, Charles 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin. Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster. Sir Walter (DerbyCo. 
Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Elis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hammond, John 

Hardie,.J Keir( MerthyrTydvil) 
Harrington, Timothy 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Helme. Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles. 
Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 


| O’ rien, Kendal(Tipper’ry Mid 
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Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennady, Patrick James 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Maenamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan,.J. Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Morton, Edw..J.C. (Devonport) 


| Moss, Samuel 


Murphy, J. 

Newnes, Sir George 
Nolan,Col.JohaP.(Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 


| O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


(Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’ Connor,James( Wicklow, W. 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 


| O'Doherty, William 


O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W). 
(Dowd, Jolin ’ 
O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 


| O'Kelly, James(Rosecommon,N 


Means. 


O'Malley,! William 

O’ Mara, James 

Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pirie, Dunean V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond,John E.( Waterford) 
tickett, J. Compton 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 

Sehwann, Charles E. 

Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sinclair, CaptJohn(Forfarshire 
Spencer, Rt HnC. R. (Northants 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan,E. 
Thomas, D. Alfred (Merthyr) 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Tully, Jasper 

Ure, Alexander 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath,North 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams. Osmond (Merioneth 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
Yoxall, James Henry 
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TELLERS FOR THE NOEs— 
Mr. Channing and Mr. 


George Whiteley. 


Bill ordered to be brought in by the | Nineteen Hundred and One, the following 


Chairman of 


Austen Chamberlain. 


LOAN BILL. 


LO provide tor raising Money for 
the Service of the year ending the thirty- 
first day of March, Nineteen Hundred 
presented accordingly, and 
to be read a second 
time upon Thursday, and to be printed. 


and Two,” 
read the first time: 


[Bill 151.) 


WAYS AND MEANS [lsth 


REPORT. 


Resolutions reported. 


SUGAR.—-CUSTOMS. 


Ways and Means, 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, and 


Mr. 


Mr. Customs import duties :— 


5. d, 


Sugar of a polarisation ex- 


ceeding 98 degrees 


the ewt. 4 2 


Sugar of a polarisation not 
exceeding 76 degrees...... vs 2 0 
and intermediate duties . 


and 


varying between 4s. 2d. 
2s. on 
polarisation 
ceeding 98 and exceed- 
ing 76 degrees 


sugar of a 
not ex- 


Molasses (including all sugar 
and extracts from 
which cannot be tested by 


sugar 


the polariscope)............... . 2 0 


Glucose 

Saecharin 

APRIL] 
use) 


(including 
stances of a like nature or 


sub- 


the oz. 1 3 


“And that duty shall be charged in 
_accordance with the provisions of the 


i Schedule to 


the Customs Tariff Act. 


| 1876, on goods containing, as a part or 


1. “ That there shall be charged on | ingredient thereof, any article liable to 
and after the nineteenth,day of April, any of the above duties. 
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“And that the exemption under the 


same Schedule from the duty on plums | 


of plums preserved in sugar shall cease.”’ 


CoaAL. 


2. “ That there shall be charged on 
and after the nineteenth day of April, 
Nineteen Hundred and One, the following 
Customs export duty on coal :— 


Coal (including culm, coke, 
cinders, and manufactured 


RED osssicxspaueasnnciacavasecvers per ton 1 0” 


Resolutions read a second time. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, 


“That this House doth agree with the 
Committee in the First Resolution.” 


Mr. KEARLEY (Devonpcert): At 
this stage of the Budget I do not pro- 


pose to raise the policy of the duty on} 


sugar, nor do I propose to go into detail 
as to the effect the duty may have in 
the future in connection with various 
manufactures in which this article is 
used largely, and which have really 


come into existence because of the supply | 


of cheap sugar. But, whatever may be 
said about the duty at some future 


time, I think I am fully entitled to) 


discuss at the earliest available possible 
moment, and to condemn, the methods 
adopted by the Chancellor of 


Exchequer in the levying of the duty, | 


because it shows clearly either that 


he had no knowledge of the wide and | 


far-reaching effects of the duty, or that 
he intentionally neglected to take steps 


beforehand to protect the mercantile | 


interests that would suffer unless they 
were protected. [ am _ prepared to 
assume that all that has happened has 
arisen from lack of knowledge on the 
part of the Chancellor of the Exchequer. 
I noticed in his speech that the right 
hon. Gentleman displayed an easy con- 
fidence that there would be nothing to 
complain of on the part of the various 
trades concerned, that the duty would 
be easily collected, and that there would 
practically be no dislocation of trade at 
all. The right hon. Gentleman stated 
that refined sugar would pass direct to 
the distributor without delay on paying 
the full duty. That is not the case at 
all. Distributors and merchants dealing 
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|in refined sugar have been harassed in 
a most unhandsome way, to put it 
mildly, since this duty was levied. Red 
tape is rampant at the Custom House, 
and instead of refined sugar passing 
without any delay to the distributor, the 
Customs authorities have been insisting 
onthe sugar being bonded and re-weighed, 
and have put all sorts of extraordinary 
difficulties in the way as regards an 
article which comes into this country 
in packages of a uniform weight of 
two hundredweights, and for which the 
_importer has tendered the full amount 
|of duty, but has been unable to receive 
it. If this is an example of what the 
/Chancellor of the Exchequer thinks is 
the manner in which goods pass direct 
to the distributor, | think | am justified 
'in accusing him of having no knowledge 
| whatever of what will be the effect of 
'this duty. The right hon, Gentleman 
pointed out that the duty arrangements 
would be very easy to work, because 
the shipments consisted of large parcels ; 
/which again demonstrates that he had 
not contemplated for a single moment 
the wide range of articles affected, or 
the treatment to which the various 
‘interests concerned have been subjected 
during the last ten days. What has 
happened is that a most important 
industry has been thrown into chaos, 
and that merchants and importers have 
| been subjected to wholesale pillage— 


‘that is not too strong a term to use— 
and if it occurred in any other country 
‘in the world except a civilised country 
it would be denounced as brigandage. 
|The unfortunate merchants have been 
left to struggle with the edicts issued 
by the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
| himself. What the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer first elected to dowas to instruct 
his representatives at the Custom House 
‘to levy the highest duty on the full 
| bulk weight of any article containing 
| a dutiable quantity of sugar, irrespective 
of its other components, coming into 
the country. I describe that as brigan- 
'dage, nothing more nor less, and all 
the consolation those treated in that 
| way are given is that it is only a question 
lof time, and that they will get their 
/money returned. The Chancellor of 
‘the Exchequer attempted to justify his 
conduct by saying that it was a legal 
proceeding on his part, and he invoked 
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an Act of Parliament—-the Customs 
Tariff Act—to support him in his con- 


Ways and 


tention. Before I refer to that Act, 
let me say that the right hon. Gentle- 


man himself was responsible for issuing 
these instructions. He issued 
tions to the Custom House officials 
two days before the Budget was intro- 
duced—I do not make any complaint 
on that score—and he also issued con- 
firmatory instructions on the 
April, after the Budget resolutions had 
been passed. By these instructions the 
Customs officials were entitled to levy 
as I have explained, duty on the full 


weight of any article that contained the | 


smallest possible proportion of sugar. 
I deny that the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer has the authority of any 
of Parliament behind him. The Customs 
Tariff Act, on which he relies, states | 
that goods composed of any 
which is dutiable shall be charged the 
full duty charged on such article. I 
maintain that that does not mean that ! 
the whole bulk should be charged with 
the duty, and the Act further states that 
if composed of more than one article, 
then duty can be levied on the full duty 
on the article, charged at the highest rate 
of duty. Then with reference to spirits, 
the Act states that on the importation of 
any article in the manufacture of which 
spirits are used, duty shall be charged 
in respect to such quantity of spirits as 
shall appear to the Treasury to have been 
used in the manufacture of such article. 
I think that all these provisions should 
be read together. It is perfectly clear, 
that as regards spirits, at all events, only 
the percentage of the spirits present in 
the article shall be charged duty. So 
much for my rendering of the Act ; but 
I am able now to argue most assuredly 
that the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
was wrong in his contention that he had 
the support of an Act of Parliament, | 
because, as an outcome of steps taken in 


this House a few days ago, the right hon. | 


Gentleman has modified his own orders to 
the Customs authorities, and whereas he 
alleged he had the authority of an Act of 
Parliament to levy duty on the full bulk 


weight, he has now issued an amending | 
order to the Customs authorities to levy | 


duty not on the bulk weight, but on 

60 per cent. of it. Therefore, if he argued 

that he had an Act of Parliament to 
Mr. Kearley. 
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support him in the first instance, he jg 
now committing an _ illegality in 
amending his first order. 


I should like to point out what will be 
‘the effect of this wholesale levying of the 
duty, independent of the quantity of sugar 
in the article levied upon. I will take a 
few articles to illustrate what I wish to 
|eonvey to the House. Condensed milk 
is imported into this country to the 
value of two millions sterling, and to the 
weight of one million ewts. I am 
informed that the percentage of sugar 
in condensed milk varies from 30 per cent. 
to 45 per cent., whereas the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer has levied duty on 100 
| percent. Similarly with condensed milk 
| and cocoa, which is imported to the value 
of half a million sterling ; the percentage 
| of sugar is 124 per cent. to 20 per cent., 

but the Chancellor of the Exchequer has 
insisted on these consignments paying a 
duty of 4s. 2d. per cwt. on the whole 
‘bulk. Again, cocoa and chocolate repre- 
jsent a value of half a miliion, and the 
percentage of sugar is not more than 
10 per cent., yet the Chancellor of the 


| Exchequer has insisted on the full duty 


being paid on the full bulk weight. I 
could mention many other articles, but 
these are typical. It is not a case of these 
articles being analysed. The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer has given that alterna- 
tive now, but in the meantime the goods 
have been practically held in durance 
vile by the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
until he has extracted his full pound of 
flesh. Perhaps I might be permitted to 
refer to a letter from one of the largest 
importers of one of the articles I have 
referred to, in order to show the effect of 
what the Customs are doing. He states 
that one of his ships arrived in the Thames 
on Thursday last, that he was compelled 
by the Customs to land the cargo and 
bond it at considerable expense, and that 
>|he had been unable to ascertain from 
the Customs authorities even the amount 
of the duty that they required to be paid. 
The goods are lying at the quay, and the 
importer will be unable to obtain them 
until the net weight of the tins, cases, ete., 
has been obtained, although he offered 
to pay 4s. 2d. per ewt. on the net weight 
of the goods, He was prepared to guar- 
antee by a declaration the exact weight of 
each case, which declaration is accepted 
| all over the world to be correct. ‘This 
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merchant does not complain of the duty. 
I have never heard any particular out- 


Ways and 


ery against it on the part of the trade, | 


but is it right that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer should so disorganise business 
in the manner I have indicated? I say 
that however red tape mey suit in Govern- 
ment departments, it will not work in 
commerce. If applied to commerce it 
will simply strangle it, or you will have 
such a revolution against your methods 
as will teach you to limit the scope of 
red tape to Government offices, and not 
to extend it to commercial affairs. If 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer is to 
avoid a continuance of these harassing 
conditions, he will really have to pay 
some attention to persons who under- 
stand their own businesses. As far as | 
can ascertain, he sought advice with 
regard to the sugar duty from sugar 
refiners. They would be able to give 
most excellent information about their 
own particular industry, but outside 
that they know nothing of the multi- 
tudinous ramifications that affect various 
other trades. Therefore I must ask 
him to give those concerned an opportu- 
nity of putting before him suggestions to 
bring to an end the serious harassing to 
which I have referred. In this connec- 
tion I would suggest to him that he 
would facilitate matters very much if 
he instructed the Customs to accept a 
declaration from the shipper as to the 
percentage of sugar present in goods 
manufactured abroad, and shipped to 
this country in very large quantities. 
The right hon. Gentleman has informed 
me that he cannot see his way to do that, 
and I presume that he will also refuse 
to accept a similar declaration from 
British exporters who will before long 
be asking for drawbacks. But if he will 
not accept a declaration as to the quantity 
of sugar present, he will land himself in 
interminable difficulties, and will finally 
have to capitulate. There are difficulties 
which cannot be got over in the way he 
himself thinks, and I wish to mention 
that if he will not accept the declaration 
it means that all goods must be detained 
and analysed, both coming into this coun- 
try!from abroad and on shipment out 
of this country for export, and the delay 
will be well nigh destructive of trade. 

Our present experience leads us to 
suppose that the anaiytical department 
of the Customs is not quite adequate 
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| to cope with this matter, and that in 
fact it has already broken down. I had 
mentioned to me on Friday a case where 
an importer declined to pay duty, and 
preferred to have his goods analysed. 
The Customs promised that the analysis 
would be finished at the end of the week, 
and when the importer went to ascertain 
the result of the analysis he was told 
that they were very sorry, but that he 
would have to come again on Monday, 
when they thought they would be able 
to let him know the amount of the duty. 
The only alternative to that state of 
affairs is for the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer to accept my suggestion, and 
take a sworn declaration from the im- 
porter, and again from the exporter. 
The reason I press this is because he will 
never be able to obtain by analysis the 
quantity of added sugar contained in 
certain articles. The importation of 
fruits preserved in syrup from America 
and Canada is an enormous trade, re- 
presenting hundreds of thousands a year. 
I asked him the other day how he pro- 
posed to ascertain the amount of added 
sugar in fruit, which has a natural sugar 
itself. He replied, by chemical analysis. 
This is another evidence of the lack of 
knowledge of the right hon. Gentleman 
and his advisers as to what can be done 
hy chemical analysis. Fresh fruit, as 
everyone knows, contains a considerable 
percentage of natural sugar, and when 
boiled with the ordinary sugar of com- 
merce, there is an acid thrown off, 
which acts on the added sugar and 
entirely changes it. It is no longer the 
sugar of commerce, but becomes what 
is known as invert sugar. I am assured 
by the most competent analytical experts 
in this country, including four past- 
presidents of the Society of Public 
Analysts, that it is absolutely impossible 
when sugar has become chemically 
changed in this manner to ascertain how 
much is due to the natural sugar in the 
fruit, and how much to added sugar. 
The right hon. Gentleman said that this 
could be ascertained by chemical analy- 
sis, but I challenge his authority. We 
know that Dr. Thorpe, the head of the 
Somerset House laboratory, is a man of 
| great eminence, and is recognised by 
analysts as a reliable authority. But I 
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doubt very much if Dr. Thorpe gave the 
right hon. Gentleman his information. 


Beyond 
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question it is perfectly impossible to tell. 


Ways and 


Then the right hon. Gentleman is placed | 


in this dilemma: if he will not accept 
the declaration of the importer and 
exporter, he will be levying duty on a 
certain percentage of sugar natural to 
the fruit, and if he does that he will 
have to levy duty on fresh fruit imported 
into this country, because he told us that 
he had not the slightest intention of 
subsidising any indastry. Bananas con- 
tain 20 per cent. of sugar, orange: 8 per 
cent., raisins and dates 50 per cent,. 
and figs 60 per cent. Iam sure, however, 
that the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
cannot see his way to levy duty on all 
fresh fruit imported into this country. 


I challenge his statement that he pro- | 
and discriminate | 


poses to ascertain 
between natural and added sugar by 
chemical analysis. Then there is 
another kind of sugar contained in con- 
densed milk. Crude milk contains a 
percentage of sugar amounting to about 
43 per cent., but in the process of con- 
densation the milk is evaporated to 
about one-third of its volume, and 
consequently there is about 14 per cent. 
of natural sugar belonging to the milk. 


In this particular case, I am told it is | 


possible to differentiate between natural 
and added sugar. ‘There is a test known 
to analysts whereby this can be ascer- 
tained, so that there is no difficulty in 
the matter. In the confectionery trade 


there will be enormous difficulty, unless | 


the Chancellor of the Exchequer accepts 
the sworn declaration of the importer 
and exporter. A large proportion of the 
sweets imported and exported contain 


various proportions of materials other | 


than sugar, and in a single case of sweets 
there may be as many as ten varieties, 
each different so far as the percentage 
of sugar is concerned. If the Chancellor 


of the Exchequer refuses to accept a/| 


sworn declaration he will be thrown 


into such difficulties as will either inflict | 
great hardship on the trade, by under- | 


estimating the percentage of sugar, or 
will do an injustice to the Treasury. I 
addressed a question to the right hon. 
Gentleman the other day as to what he 
proposed to do with regard to honey. 
[t may appear trivial, but, as a matter of 
fact, it is important. The right hon. 
Gentleman stated that he had no inten- 
tion of levying a duty on honey unless 
sugar was added to it. What is honey ? 


Mr. Kearley. 
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Honey consists of 80 per cent. of 
sugar, and 20 per cent. of moisture, 
The bee, when it extracts the nectar 
from the flowers, extracts pure cane 
sugar, and when that sugar passes into 
the honey stomach of the bee it meets an 
acid, and precisely the same thing takes 
place as in the boiling of fruits, and 
the sugar becomes invert. If honey js 
not taxed, brewers, distillers, fruit pre- 
servers, confectioners, and jam-makers 
will fasten immediately on it, and they 
will use it in preference to the sugar of 
'commerce, on which they would have 
to pay a high duty. Again, it is chemi- 
cally impossible to tell the difference 
between invert sugar and honey. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer said that 
he was advised that it could be deter- 
mined by the pollen that existed in the 
honey, or by the smell. Ask any good 
public analyst as to whether those who 
are in the habit of shipping adulterated 
honey to this country have not been 
alive to the weakness of their case, and 
have not introduced into invert sugar 
the necessary amount of pollen, so as to 
throw analysts off the scent when it 
is subjected to microscopical examina- 
tion. 

The final example I will give as 
to the lack of knowledge on the part 
of the Chancellor of the Exchequer as 
to the effect of these duties is that of 
glucose. Want of inquiry has ship- 
wrecked Chancellors of the Exchequer 
before now. I suppose Mr. Lowe did 
not make the necessary inquiries before 
he imposed the .match tax. Another 
Chancellor of the Exchequer imposed 
the van and wheel tax without adequate 
inquiry, and the present Chancellor of 
the Exchequer took the duty off tobacco, 
and the tobacco manufacturers reaped 
the full benefit of it. Before the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer levies a duty 
of this kind, it behoves him to accurately 
examine what its effect will be, and how 
a trade may be seriously affected if not 
protected. My final case is that of 
glucose, which has got to be well known 
in this House in connection with arsenic 
in beer. The Chancellor of the Ex- 
| chequer assumes that glucose contains 
40 per cent. of taxable sugar, because 
he has imposed on it a duty of 1s. 8d. 
a ewt., which is 40 per cent. of the full 
|tax. He is quite right as regards one 
kind of glucose, but he has omitted 
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altogether from his reckoning another 
kind of glucose, which is not liquid but 
solid. This solid glucose contains not 
40 per cent. but 80 per cent. of taxable 
sugar, and the result will be, unless the 
matter is rectified, that the users of 
solid glucose will get 50 per cent. of 
their sugar free of duty. I have an 
Amendment on the Paper which I do 
not propose to press at this point. I 
have sufficient confidence in the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer to expect him 
to give us some assurance that the 
matters of which I have complained 
will be rectified, and that he will abandon 
the attitude he took up the other day, 
of justifying the swooping down on all 
consignments under the cloak of an Act 
of Parliament. I hope he will see his way 
to put into his Finance Bill some such 
sort of protection as that foreshadowed 
in my Amendment. It is taken from 
one of the schedules of the Customs 
Tariff Act, although it is faulty in one or 
two particulars. If I can get some 
assurance from the right hon. Gentleman 
that these matters will get his attention 
I will not move the Amendment. 


CotoneL MILWARD (Warwickshire, 
Stratford-on-Avon) : I will not follow the 
hon. Gentleman opposite in some of the 
remarks he made, because I think that 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer has 
shown a wonderful adaptability in placing 
these new duties on the country. The 
introduction of a tax on sugar and on 
all articles containing sugar must have 
created great difficulty at the Custom 
House, and whether the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer accepts invoices, which 
are accepted in many countries, or 
whether he proceeds by analysis, I am 
perfectly certain that he will give that 
consideration and care to the matter 
which it demands. It must be remem- 
bered that sugar enters into a very large 
number of articles of commerce, and 
that therefore there must be great diffi- 
culty in arriving at the exact taxation 
to be placed on each article. I have 


Ways and 


great faith myself in the Board of Cus- | 


toms, and I have no doubt they will pay 
great attention to the difficult subject 
that confronts them. With reference 
to the question of honey, raised by the 
hon. Member, it appears to me that 
there will be very little difficulty about 
that. Honey costs about 8d. per ib.. 
and entirely differs from sugar at 1d. 
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With reference to glucose, 

I am very glad that the hon. Member 
called the attention of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer to the fact that 
there are two kinds of glucose, and that 
one requires to be taxed more than the 
other. Solid glucose contains a larger 
percentage of sugar than liquid glucose, 
and therefore should be taxed heavier. 
I rise really to say that I think there is 
some little misunderstanding with refe- 
rence to the position of sugar refiners 
in this matter. It was thought that 
refiners would get some considerable 
advantage from the new scale of taxa- 
tion, but I am told on good authority 
that, on the contrary, a great many 
refiners are losing by the scale adopted. 
I do not suppose that anyone would 
wish to protect refiners, but still, on the 
other hand, | am sure from all [ have 
heard that if the refiners can make out 
that their position is in some respects 
worse than it was, the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer will at all events con- 
sider their case. There is one class of 
sugar which comes into this country, 
and is refined by two or three large re- 
finers—I mean cane sugar, which con- 
tains more than 98 per cent. of polarisa- 
tion. It will be called in the existing 
scale refined sugar. It is in reality un- 
refined sugar, and | hope the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer will endeavour, 
if possible, to make some difference in 
the duty as far as it is concerned. 

Mr. LOUGH: I am well aware that 
at the stage we have reached in these 
resolutions it is sometimes inconvenient 
to go into a detailed criticism of the pro- 
posals of the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
but this is an exceptional occasion. We 
are now dealing with the reversal of the 
policy of this country with regard to this 
particular article for the last twenty-six 
years, and therefore we are entitled at the 
earliest possible moment to go into the 
questions raised by the resolution read 
from the Table. I think the House is 
very much indebted to my hon. friend 
the Member for Devonport, who brings 
a knowledge to this discussion which 
many of us do not He has 
illustrated the difficulties of the course 
we are asked to follow by the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, and he has referred to 
a great number of imports and trades of 
this country which will be affected by the 
~ duty it is now proposed to impose, 1 do 
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not propose to follow my hon. friend 
into these details, because I am not fitted 
to do so. We have had another duty 
imposed by this Budget—the coal duty, 
and the trades interested are bringing a 
great deal of pressure to bear on the 
House with regard to it, but I think the 
House ought to receive with considerable 
reluctance arguments brought forward 
by interested persons. I have no interest 
whatever in the subject now before the 
House. I approach the subject from the 
standpoint of an amateur, and I am in- 
debted to hon. Members like the hon. 
Member for Devonport for the little de- 
tailed knowledge I have. I approach it 
from the standpoint of an economist, and 
I see great difficulties in the future if we 
approve of this resolution. 


Ways and 


In the first place, it is a very 
complicated resolution. There was a 
very simple alternative before the 


Chancellor of the Exchequer of putting 
on a tax of, say, 4s. 2d. per ewt. 
on all sugar coming into the country. 
When one of my hon. friends suggested 
that we should have a graduated duty 
on tea, we had a most clear, emphatic, 
and almost eloquent protest from the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer against 
graduated duties. He was good enough 
to pay me some compliments, and he 
said I was economically sound on the 
question of a graduated duty with regard 
totea. But there is no difference in this 
matter between tea and sugar, and as 
regards sugar the Chancellor of the 
Exehequer has departed from the sound 
principles he laid down with regard to tea. 
The first fault T find with the proposal 
is that instead of being a simple proposal 
to tax sugar at so much a hundredweight, 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer has 
brought in a graduated tax, against which 
all the economists of the country have 
protested for many years past. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer justified 
this graduated tax on sugar on the 
ground that sugar was an article regard- 
ing which it was easy to discover the pro- 
portion of essential matter it contained. 
Therefore, he says, I must graduate 
sugar, but I cannot graduate tea and 
coffee, because it is not easy to detect the 
exact merits of these articles. I do not 
wish to speak disrespectfully of the Trea- 
sury, but I must say that is mostly 
nonsense. It is just as easy to detect 
differences in tea as it is in sugar, and as 
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‘easy to detect differences in coffee or 
cocoa as in sugar. The principle of 
graduated taxation has been rejected by 
this House as far as these articles are con- 
cerned, and the chief fault of the present 
proposal is that it is an attempt to bring 
back graduation into the Customs of this 
country. It is perfectly easy to detect 
differences in tea and coffee. Everyone 
in the market knows the difference 
between coffee at 30s. or 35s. a ewt. 
and coffee at 100s. a ewt. It is just 
the same with regard to tea. There 
are certain broad distinctions, and it 
would be quite easy to divide tea into 
separate classes, one class worth, say, 
4d. per lb., another 8d., and a third 2s, 
Why did the country reject graduated 
duties on tea? The reason was that it 
put a premium on the importation of a 
low quality of tea, and repressed the im- 
portation of the higher qualities. What 
is the interest of this House ? It is to do 
the best it can for the people of this 
country. Their interest with regard to 

' food is to get the highest quality possible. 
Strictly speaking, with regard to sugar, 
tea, coffee, and butter, there is only one 
idea, and that is to have the best. As far 
as this House interferes in the matter by 

‘legislation, it should endeavour to secure 
a high standard of excellence. The 
objection to a graduated duty is that 
when you let in a low quality at a cheap 
price you tend to bring everything down 
to the low quality in order that it may 
get in at the lower duty. The policy of 
the House ought to be exactly the oppo- 
site. We ought to penalise this low, 
bad quality rather than put a premium 

/upon it. The great fault of this proposal 
is that it does not put a definite duty on 
sugar, and declare that all sugar coming 
into the country shall pay that duty, and 
that is the end of it. Instead of that, 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer has 
been tempted, by some ingenious person, 
into a morass in which he has twenty-five 
different kinds of sugar, with twenty-five 
different rates of duty. It is one of the 
worst proposals ever made to this House. 
We have had another Paper circulated to 
explain the proposal, but the more ex- 
planation we have the worse the proposal 
itself appears. A little study of this 
Paper explaining the question of polari- 
sation, on which the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer founds the duty, will repay 
the House, There are twenty-five diffe. 


Means. 
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rent qualities of sugar specified, begin- 
ning with qualities exceeding 76° of 

larisation, and ending with qualities 
exceeding 98°. The eight lowest qualities 
of sugar, ranging from 76° to 83°, will be 
admitted into this country at a duty of 
8d. There are six qualities in the next 
grade, with 1d. duty per degree of polari- 
sation. Then we havesix moreat Is. 2d. 
per degree of polarisation. We see, 
therefore, that the cheapest sugar is 
admitted at the lowest rate, but as you 
get to the better qualitics,; which are 
what the people of the country want, the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer puts upon 
ita higher rate per degree of polarisation. 
That is a very objectionable system. If 
any difference at all was made it should 
be in favour of the better article, but here 
the preference is given to the lower 
quality. 

*Sir M. HICKS BEACH : 
quality is only half sugar. 

Mr. LOUGH: I will deal with that 
ina moment. If hon. Members will look 
at the lowest degree of polarisation 
mentioned, they will see that, whereas 
in the beginning the duty is only ‘&d. per 
degree of polarisation, in the last degree 
there is actually a rate of 5d. 
polarising up to 97° will get in at 3s. 8°8d. 
per ewt., but if it exceeds 98° it will have 
to pay 4s. 2d., so that in the last degree 
there is an extra duty for the one degree 
of polarisation of no less than 5d. It will 
therefore be to the interest of the fraudu- 
lent persons abroad to send sugar which 
will polarise at 97° rather than at 98’, 
because they will save 5d. per ewt., or 


The lower 


s. 4d. per ton, which is a tremendous | ; : ; Rea 
8s. 4d. p . x ‘for our own interests and industries.” 


profit in the sugar trade. The tendency 
all down the scale is, the lower the quality 
the greater the inducement the Govern- 
ment gives to bring the sugar to this 
country. The Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer says that sugar which would 
polarise at, say, 75° or 76° is not 
sugar. The same argument might be 
applied to tea—that tea which is sold 
at 4d. per pound is not tea. But 
with regard to this sugar, I submit, 
with great respect, that the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer is wrong. All this black, 
moist, damp sugar is still sugar, and out 
of it a certain proportion of the: finest 
refined sugar can be made. 
refined sugar is produced there will re- 
main what are called ‘ pieces,” and 
various kinds of crude sugar, and finally 
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molasses. Every pound weight that 
comes in as sugar is sugar, and the market 
prices the difference between the qualities. 
That coarse sugar, which the right hon. 
Gentleman not sugar, before 
the duty fetched 9s. per ewt., while the 
best fetched 13s. The difference placed 
upon that sugar by the market, with the 
free play of competition and supply and 
demand, is 4s. But the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer brings in his scale, and 
in twenty-four hours the 9s. sugar, with 
a duty of 2s., goes up to 11s., while the 
13s. sugar, with a duty of 4s. 2d., goes up 
to 17s. 2d., so that where on one night 
there is a difference of 4s., the next night 
there is a difference of 6s. 2d. That is 
how the market is affected by unsound 
economic proposals of this kind. Ifaduty 
of 4s. was placed upon both the 9s. and the 
13s. sugar, the prices would be 13s. and 
17s., and the difference which the free 
play of the market creates would be con- 
tinued. 

I think | have shown that this is a 
complicated duty. that it puts a premium 
on the lower qualities of sugar, and that 
it will tend to reduce the quality of the 
sugar introduced into this country. Why 
is this done? We have in this Resolution 
protection in a bad and aggravated 
form. What is the reason that this 


Says Is 


' sugar is allowed to come in at a low rate ? 


It is that the British refining industries 
may be resuscitated. Hon. Members 
opposite saw what was the object of the 
Budget the very night it was introduced. 
The hon. Member for Greenock stood 
up and welcomed it with open arms. He 
said: “* Thisis what we want ; protection 


Mr. JAMES REID (Greenock): I 
said nothing of the kind. We do not 
want protection. We want free trade. 
We do not want bounty-fed sugar inter- 
fering with honest refiners in this 
country. 

Mr. LOUGH: I do not wish to enter 
into a dispute with the hon. Member. 
What I said was that he welcomed 
the Budget with open arms in the name 
of the sugar industry at Greenock. 

Mr. JAMES REID; 
which | gave. 

Mr. LOUGH: Quite so; he recog- 
nises the advantage which the Budget 


For the reasons 


gives to that industry. We now see the 


mischief of this Budget. Jt will set up 
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again a bad industry, which will not on 
the whole serve the wants of the people 
of this country. I assure the hon. Mem- 
ber for Greenock that if, on taking a 
broad view of the question, | felt that 
the proposal of the Budget would advance 
the general interest, I would be the last 
to say a word against it. But its effect 
will be to set up in this country an indus- 
try which is not the least likely to succeed. 
The tendency of protection is to create in 
different countries industries which are 
not well suited to those countries, and 
to make the inhabitants pay for the 
unreal advantage which they appear to 
enjoy. 

Now, what is sugar? Sugar is an 
agricultural product, and can be, and is, 
at present, best made in the countries 
where it is produced. One-third of the 
estates in the West Indies, which are the 
worst sugar estates in the world, because 
machinery has been introduced so slowly, 
produce a perfect sugar and send it into 
this country, where it will polarise at 
98°. There are also many places on the 
Continent where the sugar is grown and 
refined on, and sent from, the estate into 
the market in a perfect condit‘on for 


consumption. That is the ideal state of 
things. Every agricultural product can 


be most economically managed in the 
place where it is produced, the conditions 
being right for doing it. I ask the House 
to look at the Budget from that stand- 
point. I have said that this proposal 
gives protection to the British refiner. 
It also gives protection to the lowest and 
worst quality of sugar produced in the 
West Indies, and gives a very hard blow 
to the best qualities produced in those 
islands. In the West Indies there is a 
quality of sugar produced on the open 
pan system—a black, moist sugar. The 
open pan system has been abolished 
where new machinery has been intro- 
duced, but it still remains in two-thirds 
of the West Indian estates. Under this 
system only 33 per cent. of the sugar 
contained in the cane is extracted, while 
by improved machinery you can get 
95 per cent. What does the Budget do ? 
It gives a premium to this lowest quality 
of sugar, which can be brought into this 
country and refined or adulterated or 
made to look like good sugar, while, on 
the other hand, the best sugar is penalised 
toa corresponding extent. The tendency 
will be to give protection in this country 


Mr. Lough. 


{COMMONS} 
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to an unnatural industry, which has had 
painful vicissitudes. No one sympathises 
more than I do with any industry which 
falls into decay, but there are some 
industries which are destined to decay, 
I say that an industry of this kind, in 
which sugar is refined away from the 
estate, after great expense has been 
incurred, is bound, sooner or later, 
to fall into decay, and it is a great mistake 
for us, at this time of day, to try to prop 
it up. At what cost will this experiment 
be made ? It will be made at the cost of 
the British public. It was with great 
difficulty that Protection was got rid of, 
and we ought not, after these years, to be 
introducing it again. Assuredly we 
gave an unnatural advantage of 2s. 2d. 
to one kind of sugar about afortnightago, 
when we passed this resolution. We did 
it at the expense of the public, so that in 
addition to the heavy duty we are im- 
posing to-night, there will be a consider- 
able additional cost because of this 
element of Protection. 

With regard to Ireland, this tax is the 
heaviest blow you could strike at the 
Irish taxpayers, with the exception of a 
duty on salt or potatoes. I admit that 
the English poor as well as the Irish pay 
the tax, but it is English statesmen who 
have adopted the policy which has led to 
the tax, while Irish statesmen have 
protested against it. What is the con- 
dition of Ireland in regard to their 
ability to bear additional taxation? We 
were told six years ago that Ireland 
ought to be taxed by an honest Govern- 
ment to the extent of about £4,750,000 
or £5,000,000. Since then her popula- 
tion has gone down, but her taxes have 
gone up to £10,000,000. They were 
about £9,750,000 before this sugar duty 
was proposed, and this will impose an 
additional £600,000 a year. 

*Sir M. HICKS BEACH : No. 

Mr. LOUGH: The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer says no; I will accept his 
figures, whatever they are. In this coun- 
try there are 91 pounds of sugar con- 
sumed per head of the population. I put 
the amount in Ireland at 6) pounds per 
head. At $d. per pound that would be 
2s. 6d. per inhabitant, or a total of nearly 
£600,000. Let us say £500,000, that is a 
moderate calculation. I admit that 
Ireland is considered in the coal tax. Ire- 





land will now be the cheapest foreign 
country—for, after all, she is a foreign 
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country—as regards coal ; 
tax will hit her very hard. 


I must apologise for detaining the | 
House at such length, but it seems to me | 
that these proposals are the worst we have 
had in any Budget for many years past. | 
They embody Protection in a very bad | 
form. There are two principles upon | 
which we have proceeded with regard | 
to taxation in this country since 1845. | 
The first is that we will not tax any | 
great article of food. Sugar is the third | 
greatest article of food in this country, 
grain being the first, and meat the. 
second. Sugar has found its way into 
every home ; it is the delight of young 
and old ; and yet, after twenty-six years 
experience of the substantial advantage 
of the abolition of the sugar tax, we are 


but the sugar | 
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the hon. Gentleman opposite. So far as 
I gathered the import of his speech, he 
complains that it is a differential duty, 
that it differentiates between various 
classes of sugar, and that, he says, is very 
objectionable. But I believe 1 am right 
in saying that sugar duties have always 
differentiated between different classes 
of sugar. The only difference is that 
the differentiation in former times was 
founded almost solely on the colour of 
the sugar, which was an eminently 
unscientific process, whereas now it 1s 
founded on polarisation, which indeed I 
do not thoroughly understand, but 
which I believe professes to be accepted 
as a scientific method. What does the 
differentiation amount to? It amounts 
to this, that you tax the article according 


Means. 


to-night re-introducing it. The second | tothe amount of sugar, or sugary matter, 
canon upon which we have proceeded | or sucrose, or saccharine, or whatever 
is that we should not tax any article | you like to call it—the essential part of 
which is the raw material of an important | sugar—contained in it. Can there be 
industry. Sugar has become the raw | any fairer differentiation than that? 
material of important industries, such as | The hon. Gentleman says that this duty 





those connected with jam, confectionery, | 
cocoa, ete., in which we are trying to | 
build up a trade in competition | 
Holland, France, and Germany. All 
these industries will be destroyed by this | 
Budget. While I approve of some of the | 
proposals in the Budget—the income tax | 
and the coal tax, for example—I think 
the sugar tax is a blot upon it. I would 
appeal to my right hon. friends on the 
Front Opposition Bench. If they would 
arouse themselves from their lethargy, 
they have here a point which would 
not separate their followers, and if they 
offered an energetic opposition to this 
tax I believe they would win the regard 
of their fellow countrymen. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
I have listened to the speech of the hon. 
Member with ever-increasing interest 
and, I think, with ever-decreasing com- 
prehension. The only point I could 
make out was that, in the hon. Mem- 
ber’s opinion, everything should be 
manufactured where it is grown, from 
which I infer that all the Lancashire 
cotton mills ought to be transported to 
the Southern States of America. I am 
no particular friend of this sugar duty, 
because I apprehend that it will do a 
considerable amount of mischief to very 
young but very vigorous and growing 
industries. I do not think, however, 





that it is open to the animadversions of 


is protection. Protection of what ? 
Mr. LOUGH : Bad quality. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I do not 
understand. I thought protection im- 
plied the levying of a duty at your ports 
in order to protect your home manu- 
facturers or your home growers. Are 
there any home growers of sugar ! 


Mr. LOUGH: There are home re- 
finers. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : 
many of them ? 

Mr. LOUGH : A good many. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I think 


there are very few of them. But how 
do you protect the home refiner by 
levying this duty upon sugar?! I can 
quite understand that, if you levy a 
sufficient amount of duty to keep the 
manufacturers of any particular article 
going, you are giving them a certain 
amount of protection. If you levy a 
duty of 10s. a quarter on wheat you 
protect the British farmer ; but if you 
levy a duty of }d. a quarter you do not 
protect him at all. Therefore | entirely 
fail to apprehend how this duty on 
sugar will protect the British refiner ; 
although I perfectly understand how it 
will injure the British manufacturer of 
goods for export into the manutacture 
of which sugar enters. Nothwithstand- 


Are there 
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ing the economic lecture which’theThon. | gence that the house so readily and with 
Member has"given"us,‘I'think that, if aso much courtesy always accorded one 
duty is to be levied on sugar at all, the! who addressed it for the first time) his 
Chancellor of the Exchequer has levied | apology for taking part in the debate 
it in precisely the proper way. 'was that he did so on behalf of the 

But I really rose to ask the Chancellor poorer members of his constitueney, 
of the Exchequer a question. I observe upon whom the tax on sugar would 
in the resolution that he proposes press most heavily, and who were 
that the exemption from duty of plums least able to bear the burden. It would 
preserved in sugar should cease. On) be felt most cruelly by the working 
reference to the Act of 1876, in which | classes, and more by the women and 
the exemption is contained, it will be | children than by anyone else. Those 
found that the duty on plums not being | who had lived amongst the poor, and 
p'ums preserved in sugar is 7s. 6d. per | knew their mode of living, were aware 
ewt. Plums preserved in sugar are | that sugar was almost as great a necessity 
excluded, but they are now to be included | of life to them as bread, and in many 
on the ground that they contain sugar. | poor localities the children and the 
It seems to me—I shall be glad to be told | babies were almost entirely fed upon it. 
whether or not I am _ right—that the | Sugar was one of the most important 
effect of doing away with the exemption | articles of general consumption, and why 
will be to bring plums, if preserved in | the Chancellor of the Exchequer, whose 
sugar, not into the 4s. 2d. per ewt.| conduct of this debate and whose 
scale, but into the 7s. 6d. ewt. scale. 1/| patience and courtesy were the admira- 
submit that if they are to be taxed | tion of all, by this tax, sought to accen- 
because they contain sugar they ought | tuate the wretched misery and constant 
not to be taxed at a higher rate than battle for life of these people he did not 
4s, 2d. per ewt. | know. He did not see why the poor 

” " Ores | people should be called upon to share the 
“Sir M. HICKS BEACH was under- | Prirden of a debt which the country 


Pacem cane a, peer Breserve | had contracted through no fault or voice 
under the Act of 1874, and now they Dost would affect the different intenst 
were simply to be placed in the position | of the country, as he was not a commercial 
in which they would have stcod but for | man 3 but he had lived all his life on his 
that Act. | own estate, with a vast number of poor 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I submit | around him, and he was acquainted with 
that is hardly fair on the plum. It is| their wants and mode of living, and he 
now only brought in for taxation because | knew that if this tax was insisted upon 
it contains sugar. According to the) it would bring frightful deprivation to 
principle laid down by the hon. Gentle-| the very babes and sucklings of those 








man opposite, it is only the sugar and 
not any part of the plum that is to be. 
taxed. If you are going to tax it at all 
you ought not to tax it at 4s. 2d. per 
hundredweight. At present plums are 
absolutely exempt and absolutely free of 
duty, and if you are going to bring them 
into taxation it is only because they con- 
tain sugar. I assume that they are 
entirely composed of sugar, and therefore 
the duty ought to be on the 4s. 2d. scale. 
But owing to the astute referential 
manner in which the tax is imposed, 
plums, instead of being charged 4s. 2d., , 
although entirely composed of sugar, are | 
charged 7s., and that is not fair. 
*Mr. OSMOND WILLIAMS (Merion- | 
ethshire) said (having asked that indul- | 

Mr, Gibson Bowles, 


| ought to have been taxed. 


who already live from hand to mouth. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
told them that beer, wines, and s>irits 
showed a falling revenue, and that 
there was no margin left for taxation. 
They had it on very excellent authority 
that for weeks before the Budget was 
introduced merchants had been making 
most elaborate preparations in the con- 
fident anticipation almost amounting to 


_acertainty of certain articles being taxed, 
_and they were now much annoyed to 


find that they had had their trouble 
and expense for nothing. He contended 
that those were the very articles which 
They were 
luxuries which men could do without, 
and they ought to ie taxe* heavily. He 
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hon. Baronet who has just sat down is 
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thought it «as only fair that men in his 

sition in life should take a fair share 
of the burden of taxation. The poor had 
no luxuries, and subsisted from hand to 
mouth, and it was only fair that those who 
lived upon luxuries should pay for their 
extravagance, and pay their fair share 
of taxation. Personally, he would have 
cheerf -Ilv paid 2d. or 4d. more on the 
income tax to spare the necessities of the 
poor. It had been said by Members of 
this side of the Honse, let the working 
man be punished for his “ Mafficking ”— 
it would teach him not to vote for a 
Tory Government and a jingo policy. 
Such an opinion, if really held and 
meant, was poor and contemptible in 
the last degree. If by taxation they 
pnished the working man for his 
“ Mafficking,” they would be punishing 
and taxing what had hitherto been the 
support and backbone of the British 
Empire—the patriotism and loyalty of 
the working man for his King and 
country. The working man was not to 
blame; the blame, if blame there were, 
was theirs who aroused that element in 
his national character and used it for 
their own ends. He appealed to the 
right hon. Gentleman not to reward 
the workingman for his response to his 
country’s appeal by taxing him, If that 
were done that patriotism and loyalty 
would be smothered and perhaps lost 
for ever. It was a pearl without price, 
which we should rather cherish, nourish, 
ahd perpetuate to the future glory of 
the British Empire and the unborn 
generations of those who were yet to come. 


*Sir MARK STEWART (Kirkeud- 
b.ight) contended that it was doubtless a 
hardship that the working classes should 
have to pay more for their sugar than 
they had done hitherto. The right hon. 
Gentleman appeared to have overlooked 
the important fact that the working 
classes, instead of feeding their children 
on porridge and milk and oatcake, and 
so forming sinew and bone, now brought 
them up in a great measure on sugar, 
and they used large quantities of Jam 
and marmalade, Although he was sorry 
that the right hon. Gentleman had put 
a tax on sugar, he was glad that it would 
tend to curtail somewhat the enormous 
quantity of sugar now consumed by the 
working classes, 


Sir JOHN LENG (Dundee): The 
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the representative of an agricultural 
constituency, and in that respect I wish 
to draw his attention to the fact that the 
imposition of this duty may very seriously 
affect a young and growing agricultural 
industry. I refer to fruit growing in 
our own country. This is an industry 
which is remarkably healthy, which can 
be engaged in by the young people in our 
villages and hamlets, and the develop- 
ment of which would add to the wealth 
and resources of this country. As the 
representative of a city famous for pro- 
ducts in which sugar is a large ingredient, 
I have had my attention directed to this 
practical fact—that in the neighbourhood 
of Dundee there has been, in recent 
years, a very considerable development 
in fruit growing for the purpose of supply- 
ing the fruit preservers of Dundee with 
the articles which they wish to preserve. 
I hold in my hand a letter from the 
secretary of the Blairgowrie Fruit 
Growers’ Association, which I think 
should be submitted to the House. He 
says— 

“There is very considerable feeling in this 
district, which, as you know, is a fruit-grow- 
ing district, in consequence of the tax to be 
put upon sugar. It is impossible at the 
present time to say what the effect will be, but 
there can be no doubt whatever that it will, to 
a greater or less degree, tend to damage the 
fruit grower. This is a matter of great 
importance to the fruit grower himself, but I 
think it is also a matter, as you point out, of 
national importance. The fruit-growing in- 
dustry is one of the few industries which at 
the present time are tending to get people 
‘back to the land.’ The necessity for the 
repopulation of the country seems to have im- 
sressed itself upon the public mind generally. 
Te is one of the natural results of the agitation 
against overcrowding in the slums of our large 
cities, and I am afraid it is almost a necessity, 
if the breed of the race is to be kept up, and if 
we are from a commercial, as well as a military 
point of view, to keep pace with the nations of 
the world.” : 

I do not think sufficient attention has 
been directed to the rapid growth of the 
very important industry of fruit preserv- 
ing and the making of jam and marma- 
lade. Upwards of 100,000 persons are 
now engaged in this industry, and several 
millions of capital are employed in it. 
It is also an industry which affords em- 
ployment for a large number of girls and 
young women who are well paid, and 
who add largely to the income of their 
parents thereby. I also holdin my handa 
report from the Produce Committee of the 
Dundee Chamber of Commerce, who say— 

“One point on which they see a likelihood 
of considerable friction and disturbance to 
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business is in regard to the interference with 
packages, especially barrels containing 
molasses and glucose and cases containing tins, 
such as fruit and condensed milk. A par-el 
of condensed milk was landed yesterday 
(April 23) by the steamer from Rotterdam, 
and a considerable number of the cases have 
been broken up and a tin extracted from 
each by the officer, the packages thereby 
heing made unsightly and reduced in value 
The tins so extracted have been sent to the 
laboratory of the Customs in London for the 
fixing of the percentage of sugar in the goods.” 

It is obvious that, whenever you place 
under Customs articles imported from 
abroad---whether they are raw material, 
or partly or entirely prepared goods 
—they necessarily inflict considerable 
harassment upon those engaged in the 
business. One of my correspondents 
made a very brief suggestion which 
seems to him of great value, and which I 
will bring before the notice of the Chan- 


cellor of the Exchequer. This correspon- | 


dent says— | 


‘It occurs to me it wi!l be a somewhat | 
costly and inconvenient business if the sugar 


MONS} 


sugar for young children if they could not 
get plenty of milk and butter. Milk 
contained a good deal of sugar, and if 
they could not get the natural sugar 
contained in milk they were driven to 
buy sugar, and to supply it in that shape, 
A tax upon sugar was a tax upon one of 
the prime necessities of life, and that was 
a departure from the traditional policy 
of this country for the last fifty years, 
which was to remove all taxes from all 
the necessary articles of food. If they 
agreed to tax sugar he could not see why 
they should not tax corn. If they were 
not prepared to tax flour they had no 
right to tax sugar, because there was no 
difference in principle. If this tax was 
put on sugar, the Government would 
| find themselves face to face in the future 
with an almost irresistible demand in 
favour of a tax on flour. It was on that 
ground that he based his opposition. 
Those who had been following the 
disastrous and ruinous fiscal policy of 
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as it arrives at the port of debarkation has to | the last five years would have read the 
be transferred into a Customs warehouse, and | articles by an expert in The Times on 


I would suggest that some simple plan be de- | « cine A ” 
vised for bills of lading being presented at | Twenty Years of British Finance, 


the Customs House, where a certificate or | published three or four years ago, when 
receipt would be granted that duty had | this system was compelling the Chancellor 
a paid on the sugar represented by the | of the Exchequer to look round for fresh 
dar eer) _ | sources of taxation. This expert claimed 
[Hear, hear, and some Ministerial cries | that the financial policy of this country 
of * Divide.”] Some gentlemen opposite | should be revolutionised and altered to 
seemed a little impatient of the discussion | hroaden the basis of taxation, and he 
of this Subject. This is a very simple | pointed out that the policy of Sir Robert 
suggestion which would greatly facilitate | Pee] and Mr. Gladstone was a totally 





the importation of sugar, and which, if 
adopted, would go far to lessen the objec- | 
tion which | have taken to the proposed | 
tax. In that sense I bring it before the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) said that as | 
an Irish Member he desired to enter his | 
protest against this tax because it pressed 
severely upon the poorest classes of the 
population. He had listened with amaze- 
ment to the doctrine laid down by the 
hon. Baronet opposite, who said that he 
welcomed this tax because it would tend 
to discourage the unwholesome custom of 
using jam and marmalade and sugar, 
instead of porridge and milk. In many 
parts of the country the poor people | 
could not get milk. The working classes | 
oi Ireland were unable to give milk to 
their children because they could not | 
afford it, and consequently they had to 
fall back upon jam and marmalade. 
There was no more necessary food than 


Sir John Leng. 


_ mistaken policy and ruinous. 


The Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer was an extraordi- 
nary Minister. He laid down sound prin- 
ciples of finance in his speeches, but his 
action was just the opposite, for he had 
now put a tax upon one of the primary 
articles of food of the people. Once they 
admitted the principle they had no 
logical foothold for resisting the full 
application of the principle, and there 
would be a growing demand from Mem- 
bers opposite representing agricultural 
constituencies in favourof a taxupon corn. 

He was astounded at the small amount 
of opposition to this tax from members 
of the Liberal party sitting on the Front 
Bench. He warned the House that if 
they admitted the principle of taxing the 
food of the people by taxing sugar, there 
was nothing for Ireland but a tax upon 


corn, which would do a great deal for 
g 


Ireland. If he were forced to make a 
choice between taxing sugar and corn, 
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although he was a free trader, he was| he had been an enthusiastic admirer of 


not sure that he would not vote for taxing | British finance. 


One point in which 


corn, for that would put money into the ' England stood above all other countries 
pockets of the people of Ireland. The tax | 


upon sugar violated the great principle 
of not taxing the necessities of the people, 
a principle which had been the pride of 


England for years, and he believed one | 


of the main reasons of England’s suc- 
cess. And it violated another great 
principle which lay at the root of the 
trading prosperity of England, because it 
taxed a raw material of manufacture, 
an article which was most important in 
the manufacture of confectionery, jam, 
and preserves of all kinds. This industry 
had enormously increased within the 
last ten or twelve years on account of 
the cheapness of sugar. They were 
going to strike at all these manufactures 
by this tax. Sugar was a peculiarly 
unsuitable article for taxation, because 
it entered into so many and so varied 
manufactures. Enormous quantities of 
preserved fruit were imported into this 
country. How were they going to 
arrive at the quantity of sugar in these 
imports? Yet they must tax them. 
How were they going to deal with the 
sugar in condensed milk? He did not 
believe that all the ingenuity of the 
Custom House would be able to ascer- 
tain the amount of sugar in condensed 
milk. This tax would create an amount 
of annoyance and dislocation of trade 
which it was almost impossible to exagge- 
rate. What were they going to do 
in the case of hams? There was an 
enormous and valuable industry in 
Ireland in hams, and he had come to 
the conclusion that there was no bacon 
to equal Irish bacon. But sugar was 
used in curing the hams. How were 
they going to determine the amount 
of sugar in hams imported from Chicago 
and Denmark? He did not think the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had quite 
realised how many articles  con- 
tained sugar, but he was bound to say 
that the Irish Members would insist 
upon foreign hams being charged the 
full duty in respect to the sugar they 
contained. This sugar tax united in 
itself all the vices a tax could possibly 
have. It was against all the principles 
of English finance. It put a new tax 


on an article which it was the pride 
of previous financiers to have freed. It 
was a departure from the well-estab ished 
principles of British finance. Although 
he was not an admirer of the House of 
Commons or of the British Government, 








had been the soundness of her finance. 
{t was that which lay at the root of her 
great commercial prosperity. 


*Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne) 
said he was sure the House felt under 
deep obligation to the hon. Members 
who had spoken for the way in which 
they had put the matter before the 
House. It had now become abundantly 
clear that this country had launched 
itself on a career of revenue by tariff, 
and it was quite certain that we should 
not stop at sugar. Ifthe present Govern- 
ment continued in power they would 
certainly have successive duties imposed 
on various articles of import. It was a 
great mistake for the House to treat 
sugar as a manufactured article. It 
was the raw material in its second 
stage, and if they entered upon a career 
of taxing raw material in its second stage 
they would, as their own raw material 
ran out, be landed in a position for 
which they would be very sorry indeed. 
He instanced the case of ores trom the 
United States. Our own ores were 
rapidly becoming exhausted, and if we 
were to continue our manufacture of 
steel we must be largely dependent on 
those countries which had big deposits 
of ore. Ore for importation was a raw 
material in its second stage. They had 
already twenty-four different duties estab- 
lished with regard to sugar. There was 
no article in any tariff that was so elabo- 
rate as this list of intermediate duties 
on the one simple article of sugar. The 
tariff in the United States was a model 
of simplicity. They gave a bounty on 
sugar grown and manufactured in the 
United States, and they settled that 
bounty by polarisation. But there were 
only two items—home-grown sugar over 
90° polarisation, 2 cents.; and sugar 
not less than 80°, 1? cents. He sug- 
gested that the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer should adopt some such system. 
Much of the sugar came into this country 
on what was known as a through bill of 
lading. Jf that through system were 
interfered with the amount added to the 
cost of imported sugar would be at least 
5s. per ewt. Moreover, the Custom 
House expenses would be very great. 
Not only would the importer have to 
pay the interest on fresh capital raised, 
but they would lay on him the cost of 
having special Custom House clerks 
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for sugar—he was not sure that| taxation. The money has to be raised by 
they would not have to have a! some tax or another, and this source of 
chemist as well. All these costs | taxation is expected to produce more than 
would have to be met by the con-| five millions in the present year. It jg 
sumer, for the merchant had capital, | useless, if I may venture to say so with 
and would take good care to get his profit. | all respect, to object to a proposal of this 
He was talking the other day to one oi | kind and to all proposals for additional 
the largest wholesale grocers, and asked | taxation and not suggest anything in 
him what the tax meant to his firm. | their place. [An Hon. Memper: It is 
His friend replied that they had decided | for the Chancellor of the Exchequer to 
to add £50,000 to their capital. They | do that.) IL have made such proposals 
would require two or three Custom House | as I thought best, and it is for the House 
clerks. Lf the Chancellor of the Ex-/|to accept or reject them, but I do not 
chequer thought that the margin between | believe if you are to adopt any new indi- 
4s. 2d. and 4s. 8d. was sufficient to | rect taxation at all—there is any indirect 
allow the same sugar to be obtained at | taxation that could be suggested with so 
3d. per lb. more, he was very greatly | much to be said in its favour. I do not 
mistaken. What would happen would | believe there is a tax producing anything 
be that the sugar now sold at 2d. a lb., | worth having that could be substituted 
and hereafter sold at 24d., would be| for this tax on sugar. It is objected 
manipulated before it was introduced | that it will impose a considerable burden 
to the grocer, and inferior stuff would | on the working classes, and no doubt it 
be put into it. There were twenty-four | will; I frankly admitted that in explain- 
differential duties on sugar, and if jam, | ing the Budget. In fact, I pleaded it as 
preserved fruits, confectionery, sugar- |a reason in favour of the tax, because | 
cured hams, and all the different articles | hold the opinion strongly, it is right 
were to be carefully tested and their | and necessary that the working classes, 
various percentages of sugar settled, | like every other class, should bear a 
the staff necessary would be enormous. | reasonable share in the cost of the war 
Were they to polariscope every parcel ?| and preparation for the war. My pro- 
[An Hon. Memper: “ No.”] How were | posal has been criticised, but through- 
they going to treat it? If he were a/ out the country generally it has had a 
merchant dealing in preserved fruits | favourable reception. Of course, there 
he would rather pay his 4s. 2d. and be! are objections to it; of course, I do 
done with it. He was sure the nuisance | not suggest for a moment that all the 
would be very great indeed. If this | working classes are in favour of it, but I 
Government continued its career of | Will venture to say that in the large 
reckless extravagance they would have a | centres of population the proposed tax on 
tariff such as the world had never seen. | Sugar has been received, I will not say with 
The United States tariff was the most | pleasure, but, at any rate, with appro- 
elaborate in any foreign country. In| bation asa fair proposal. That reception 
the United States tariff there were only /contrasts favourably with some of the 
four duties on sugar, namely, sugar | observations made by those who sug- 
above No. 16, Dutch standard of colour, | gested that the working classes were not 
2s. 4d. per ewt. ; sugar candy, 23s. 4d. |prepared to pay a fair share of the 
per cwt.; confectionery, 50 per cent. | expenditure on the war. Of course, 
ad valorem and glucose, 3s. 6d. He | there is another line of opposition, and 
suggested that the Chancellor of the Ex- | this comes from the hon. Member who 
chequer should withdraw this resolution, | has just sat down and the hon. Members 
and put into the Bill a reasonable tariff. | for Devonport, West Islington, and Cam- 
ana ae | borne. They have criticised the tariff. Un- 
*Sir M. HICKS BEACH : This Resolu- | doubtedly it has the appearance of being 
tion has been attacked on two grounds, | somewhat complicated, but it is an 
and opposition in the first place is to the | exaggeration to say that there is a list of 
principle of the duty in its entirety. Of|twenty-four different duties. It is a 
course, I expected that a duty on sugar | scale of duties based according to the 
would meet with some objection, but I | erystallisable amount of sugar in a parcel 
also expected there would have been | of so-called raw sugar, starting from the 
some consideration for the fact that it is | basis of 4s. 2d. per ewt. on refined sugar. 
necessary, as hon. Members will admit, | That may seem complicated, but in work- 
to ao a considerable sum by additional ‘tng it will be found after very limited 
rv. Caine. rit. of ; ‘é 
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experience perfectly simple, for it is based | impose a duty on an article like sugar 
on the present custom of the trade. It| or tobacco, which is the raw material 
is based on the scale adopted and accepted ‘for manufactures, you must have very 
by the trade itself. ‘considerable difficulty in allocating the 
Mr. KEARLEY remarked that it precise amount of duty to be imposed 
was only a refiners’ arrangement. on these manufactured articles, and the 
*Sin M. HICKS BEACH : It is adopted | precise drawback to be allowed when 


hy the persons who have to estimate | they are exported. I do not, for a 
the amount of crystallisable sugar in Moment, deny that there has been delay 


a parcel of raw sugar. Working in | and inconvenience to traders during the 
that way, the number of degrees of last week or ten days since the duty 
polarisation will be accepted by the Was first imposed. It is necessary that 
Customs as the basis of calculation for that shou'd b> so. At is a great change 
the duty, and I do not believe that, im the Customs tariff, and undoubtedly 
after a very short experience, there will | there must be inconvenience in the 
be any difficulty in the matter. Of) beginning. At the first we attempted 
course, I admit the scale is a tentative | to impose the duties in the same way 
scale, and I said so when explaining | #8 under the Customs Tariff Act of 
the Budget. We have drawn it up to| 1876, which is to charge the duties 
the best of our power, and I believe | Upon all materials imported into this 
it will be neither protective to the refining | Country containing a certain amount of 
interest here nor will it be unfair to | Sugar by the weight of the object itself. 
them as compared with refiners abroad. | A very short experience proved that that 





To charge one duty on all kinds of sugar, | did not work. The articles brought to 
raw and refined, as proposed by the hon. | ™y notise by the hon. Member for 
Member for West Islington, would b2| Devonport showed very soon that that 
absolutely unfair, and would only tend would not be a fair system to the con- 
to the benefit of foreign refiners. Why |sumer. We have started analysing these 
should we do that? The hon. Member | articles, and before long that will be 
for West Islington spoke of Protection. I | completed, and we will be able to settle 
have already said I recognise nothing | the amount of the duties and the draw- 
of Protection in this scheme. It was | back on these articles which will fairly 
not framed with a view to Protection ; | Correspond—they cannot correspond in 
it was not framed as the refiners desired | all cases—to the amount of sugar which 
to see it framed. If it can be proved | they contain. The hon. Member sug- 
by experience that there is any Protec- | gested that in certain cases, instead of 
tion in it it would be necessary to re-| arriving at a settlement through an 
analysis we should accept a sworn declara- 
: , : (tion, either from the exporters or im- 
Mz. LOUGH : [seid the other night | porters, as to the pose ay sugar con- 





arrange the scale. 


















7% wrowid oe . . oe i . "tained in the manufactured articles, 
ern eae vere ret nets | Sie proposal will be very carefully 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: But -if|¢onsidered, and if it is found that it 
the cwt. of raw sugar contained only | can be done without a risk of loss to 
half the crystallizable sugar that there | the Revenue by fraud, I should be glad 
is in a cwt. of refined sugar would | to adopt it. I quite admit that it would 
that be a fair thing? The hon. Mem-| save a great deal of trouble. The hon. 
ber for Camborne asked, me what I | Member referred to the question of 
considered would be the cost of col-| liquid and solid glucose, and said that 
lection. It is impossible accurately to/ they differed largely in the amount of 
forecast that, but I estimate that it| taxable sugar which they contain 
will not amount to more than £40,000 | the solid 10 per cent. and the fluid 40 
a year. That includes the whole addi-| per cent. If that be so we shall have 
tional staff. Raw sugar is imported | to revise the scale. But in imposing ‘a 
into no very large number of ports in| duty of this kind, I do not think that 
the country, so that any difficulty as hon. Members quite realise how extremely 
to raw sugar would occur in only a/difficult it is for the Chancellor of 
few places. Refined sugar would pass|the Exchequer and the Revenue 
easily into the country: I come to the | Department to ascertain everything that 
question of manufactured articles con-| can be said before the duty is imposed. 





‘taining sugar: Of course, that is a very | I-cannot' take everybody into my*con- 


difficult question. When you first fidence. If I could::have.gone. tothe 
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‘hon. Member for Devonport with his 
vast expert knowledge of the trade, 
it might have been of very great assist- 
ance; but I am afraid it would not 


have met the requirements of the Revenue | 


or the necessities of the imposition of 
duties in this country if I had consulted 
the experts in the trade before attempt- 
ing to get a resolution from the House. 
Mr. KEARLEY: It was pretty well 
known that the sugar duty was to be 
imposed a fortnight before the Budget. 


*Si M. HICKS BEACH: I think I 
have referred to the principal points 
raised during the debate. 

CoLonEL NOLAN: What about the 
Limerick hams ? 


{COMMONS} 
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contain an amount of sugar worth esti. 
mating and taxing. That is no reflection 
on those who are engaged in the industry 
in Ireland. I do not wish to underrate 
the difficulties of imposing a tax of this 
kind. The Treasury must ask for a little 
patience, and I think that the hon. 
Members for Islington and Devonport 
have rather criticised the proposal from 
the point of view of opponents of the 
Government and of the tax than from 
the point of view of the traders. There 
must be inconvenience at first, but I 
hope that the traders will bear this incon- 
venience with as great patriotism and self- 
sacrifice as the great mass of the working 
classes have borne the imposition of the 
duty ; and I am quite sure that they will. 





*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I do not} Question put. 

myself feel sure that although hams} The House divided:—Ayes, 251; 

are advertised as cured with sugar, they | Noes, 148. [Division List No. 159.] 
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Long,Col. CharlesW.(Evesham | 
Long, RtHn Walter (Bristol,S. )| 
Lowther,'Rt.:Hn. W. (Eskdale | 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas,Col., Francis (Lowestoft) | 
Lucas,ReginaldJ. (Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
ee ‘tney, RtHnW.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont,Col.J.(Antrim,E. ) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn.W.F. 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. 
Melville, Beresford V. 
Milward, Colonel Victor 





Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, a. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon. J. Scott( Hants. ) 
More, Robert J. (Shropshire) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow | 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William Arthur 

Mow bray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Mantz, Philip A. 

Murray, RtHnAGraham (Bute 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Newdigate, francis Alexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Urr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 


Abraham,Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) | 
Allen, Chas. P. (Glouce.,Stroud | 
Ambrose, Robert 
Asher, Alexander 
a - 

Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derby shire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 
Boland, John 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Boyle, James 
Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Brigg, John 
Broadhurst, Henry 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Burke, E. Haviland- 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Carvill, PatrickGeo. Hamilton | 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cogan, Denis J 
Colville, John 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Crean, Eugene 
Cremer, William Randal 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) | 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 
Dewar, John A.(Inverness-sh. vl 
Dillon, John 
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| Duncan, J. Hastings 


| Hardie, J. Keir(Merthy rTydvil | 
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Parker, Gilbert 

Peel, Hon. Wm. Robert W. 

Pemberton, John 8, G. 
Percy, Earl 

Platt- Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce- Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
teid, James (Greenock) 

Renshaw, Charles Bine 

Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 

Rickett, J. Compton 
Ritchie, Rt: Hon. Chas. T. 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
tothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Round, James 


| Royds, Clement Molyneux 
| Russell, T. W. 
| Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 


Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H.(Hertford, Kast 
Smith, HC(North’mbTyneside | 
Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W.F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 


NOES. 
Donelan, Capt. A. 


Doogan, P. C. 
Dufly William J. 


Edwards, Frank 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Evans,SirFrancisH.(Maidst’ ne | 
Evans, Samuel T. (C slamorgan) | 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Hammond, John 


Harrington, Timothy 
Hay den, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon.CharlesSeale- | 


| Hayter, Rt. Hon.SirArthurD. | 
' Helme, Norval Watson 


Hemphill, Rt. Hon. CharlesH. | 
, Hobhouse, C.E.H. (Bristol, E. | 
Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Joicey, Sir James 


| Jones, DavidBrynmor(Swans’a 
| Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
| Jordan, Jeremiah 

| Joyce, Michael 


Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kitson, Sir James 
Lambert, George 
Langley, Batty 

Leamy, Edmund 

Leng, Sir John 

‘ Levy, Maurice 
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| Price, 
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Stanley, Lord (Lancs. y 


| Stewart,SirMarkJ.M‘ negant 
| Stock, James Henry 


Stroy an, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, ‘Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm.Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell Lieut.-Col Edward 

Valentia, Viscount 
Wanklyn, James J.eslie 
Warde, Col. C. E. 
Wason. JohnCathcart(Orkney 
Welby,Lt.-Col. A.C.E.(Ta’nt'n 


Welby, Sir Chas.G.E. (Notts.) 
| Whiteley, H. (Ashton-u.-Lyne 
| Whitmore, Charles Algernon 


Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A.Stanley (York,E.R.) 
W ilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson, J. W.( Worcestersh. aie: 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.( Yorks. ) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.(Bath 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B.Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Young, Commander( Berks, ‘E. ) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Lewis, John Herbert 
Lundon, W. 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift) 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Manstield, Horace Rendall 
Mellor, Rt. Hon. John Wm. 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J.Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Morton, Edw.J.C.(Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 


| Moulton, John Fletcher 


Murphy, J. 

Nolan,Co]. JohnP.(Galway,N. 
a Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

O’Brien, Kendal(‘Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Brien, P. J. (Tipperary » N.) 
O’Connor,James(Wicklow, W) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liv erpool) 
O’ Doherty, William 

O’ Donnell, 7. (Kerry, W.) 
O’Dowd, John 

| O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O’ Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon, N.) 
O’ Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 

Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Robert John 
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Priestly, Arthur 
Rea, Russell 


Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 

Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 
Shipman, Dr.John G. 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer, Rt. Hn.CR(Northants 
Strachey, Edward 


Further Proceeding on Second Resolu- 
tion deferred till to-morrow, at Two of 


the clock. 


WAYS AND MEANS [23rD ApnriL]. 


Resolution reported— 


IncomE Tax. 
“That Income Tax shall be charged 
for the year beginning the sixth day of 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus Hy. Eden | 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Aauihd Peter, Hugh O. 
Asher, Alexander 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbert H. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot,Capt. JoscelineFitzRoy | 
Bain, Col. James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexandei 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Maneh’r | 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey | 
Balfour, RtHn Gerald W (Leeds | 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst,Hon. AllenBenjamin | 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H. (Bristol 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 

Bill, Charles 

Black, Alexander William 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Bowles, T.Gibson( King’s Lynn 
Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 

Brigg, John 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, Alex. H. (Shropshire) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bull, William Jas 

Bullard, Sir Har 

Butcher, John George 

Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbysh. ) 
Cawley, Frederick 





| 


| 


{COMMONS} 


Sullivan, Donal 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 


j 
| 


Thomas, David Alfred(Merth’r | 
Thomas,F.Freeman-(Hastings | 


Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tully, Jasper 

Ure, Alexander 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, ThomasCourtenayT. 
Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 


Motion 


The 
Noes, 72. 





AYES. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 


| Chamberlain,Rt.Hon.J.(Birm. 


Chamberlain, J. Austen(Wore. 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Chaplin, Rt..Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, SirJ ohnCharlesReady 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. C. (Glasgow) 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, Herb.Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Dewar, J. A. (Inverness-sh. ) 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 


| Dickson, Charles Scott 
| Dickson-Poynder, Sir J. P. 


Digby, J. K. D. Wingfield- 
Dimsdale,SirJoseph Cockfield 


| Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William T. 
Duke, Henry Edward 


made, 
“That this House doth agree with the 
Committee in the said Resolution.” 

House 
[Division List No. 160.] 





Duncan, J. Hastings 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir E. 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Win. H. 
Edwards, Frank 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorg’n | 
Faber, George Denison 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edw. Algernon 
Forster, Henry William 


Foster,SirMichael(Lond. Univ. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 
Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H(CityofLond. | 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fred. 
Gordon,HnJ.E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
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White, Patrick (Meath,North 


| Whiteley, George(York, W.R) 


Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond(Merioneth) 
Wilson,Fred. W.( Norfolk, Mid 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Woodhouse, SirJ T( Huddersf'd 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS 
Mr. 
Lough. 


NOES— 
and = = Mr, 


FOR THE 
Kearley 


April, nineteen hundred and one, at the 
rate of one shilling and twopence.” 


Resolution read a second time. 


and Question put, 


divided :—Ayes, 276 


Gordon,Maj.E.-; Tow’rH’mlets 
Gore, Hon. F. 8. Ormsby- 
Goschen, Hon. George J. 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs, 
(iretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churehill 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, RtHnL’rdG(Midd’x 
Hamilton, Marq.of(L/nd’nd’rry 
Hanbury, Itt. Hn. Robert W. 
Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford} 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Hayter,Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) 
Helder, Augustus Henry , 
Helme, Norval Watson | 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert 'T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 


| Higginbottom, S. W. 


Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset,E. 
Holland, William Henry 
Hope,J.F.(Shefli’ld, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham) 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David B. (Swansea) 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kenyon, Hon.Geo. T. (Denbigh) 
Keswick, William a 
Kitson, Sir James 

Knowles, Lees 

Lawrence, William IF, 
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Lawson, 
Lee, Art! 
Legge, ¢ 
Leigh- B 
Leng, Si 
Leveson 
Lock wor 
Loder, ¢ 
Long, ¢ 
Long, Rt 
Lowthe1 
Loyd, A 
Lucas, C 
Lucas, R 
Lyttelte 
Macart 
Macdon 
Maclve 
M‘Arth 
MWArth 
MCalm 
M‘Crae, 
Majend 
Maleoln 
Manner 
Manstfie 
Martin, 
Massey 
Maxwe' 
Melvill 
Milwar 
Molesw 
Montag 
Montag 
More, kK 
Morgar 
Morris, 
Morrisc 
Morton 
Morton 
Moss, * 
Mount, 
Mowbr 
Muntz, 
Murray 
Murray 
Newdis 


Abrahe 
Abrahz 
Allen, ¢ 
Ambro 
Barry, 
Boland 
Boyle, 
soa 
surke, 
Camph 
Carvill 
Cogan, 
Colvill 
Crean, 
Creme 
Cullini 
Davies 
Davies 
Delany} 
Dillon. 
Donelz 
Dooga 
Dutty, 
Flavin 
Flynn, 
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Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, ArthurH(Hants.,Fareh’m | 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leng, Sir John 

Leveson-Gower, Fredk. N. S. 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. CharlesW (Evesham 
Long, RtHn Walter(Bristol,S. ) 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) | 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas, Col. Franeis( Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth | 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, RtHnW.G. Ellison | 
Macdona, John Cumming 
MacIver, David (Liverpool) 

M‘ Arthur, Charles( Liverpool) 
M Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
MC'almont, Col.J.(Antrim,E. 
M‘Crae, George 

Majendie, James A. H. 
Maleolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 
Manstield, Horace Rendall 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 
Maxwell, W.J.H(Dumfriessh. ) 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon..J.Scott (Hants) 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, DavidJ(Waithamst’w 
Morris, Hon. Martia Henry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH. A.(Deptford 
Morton, Edw. J.C.(Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 

Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Philip A. 
Murray, Rt HnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray,Charles J. (Coventry) 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 


Abraham, William(Cork,N. E. ) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allen,CharlesP(Gloue. Stroud 
Ambrose, Robert 

Barry, E. (Cork, 5.) 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Sroadhurst, Henry 

jurke, E. Haviland- 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Carvill,Patrieck Geo. Hamilton 
Cogan, Denis JJ. 

Colville, John 

Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 
Davies,SirHoratioD (Chatham 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dutty, Willjam_ J. 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
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Nicholson, William Graham 
Norman, Henry 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Parker, Gilbert 

Partington, Oswald 
Paulton, James Mellor 


, Peel, HnWmRobert Wellesley 


Pemberton, John 8S. G. 

Platt-Higgins; Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 


| Price, Robert John 


Priestley, Arthur 
Pryce-Jones, Lt-.Col. Edward 


| Purvis, Robert 


Pym, C. Guy 


| Randles, John 8. 


Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rea, Russell 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick. George 

Rigg, Richard 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Rothschild, Hon Lionel Walter 
Round, James 

Boyds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, SirS. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Charles Hilton(Lincoln) 
Seeton-Karr, Henry 

Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith,A belH.(Hertford,East) 
Smith, HC(Northum.Tyneside 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Srand) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Rt. Hn.CR(Northants 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 


NOES. 


Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Hammond, John 
Hardie, J. Keir(MerthyrTy dvil | 
Harrington, Timothy 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick Jamas 
Lambert, George 

Leamy, Edmund 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 


' Lundon, W. 


MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T. 

Mooney, John J. 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, J. 
Nolan,Col. JohnP. (Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
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Stewart,SirMarkJ. M‘Taggart 
Stock, James Henry 
Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 


Means. 


| Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 


Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Thomas,F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Ure, Alexander 

Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warde, Col. C. E. 

Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
Wason,John Catheart(Orkney 
Welby,SirCharles G. E.(Notts. 
White, George (Norfolk) 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton-u.-Lyne 
Whitley , J. H. (Halifax) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wilson,A.Stanley( York, E.R. 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh.,N. 
Wodehouse,Rt. Hn. E. R.(Bath 
Wodehouse,SirJ T( H uddersf'd 
Wortley, Rt. Hon C. B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Young, Commander (Berks, E 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 


Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 


| O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 


O'Connor, James( Wicklow, W. 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’ Doherty, William 

O’ Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’Dowd, John 

O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 


| O’Malley, William 


O’Mara, James 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond,John E.(Waterford ) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
Roche, John 

Soares, Ernest J. 

Sullivan, Donal 

Tomkinson. James 

Tully, Jasper 


| White, Luke (York, E. R.) 


White, Patrick (Meath, North) 

Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 

TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Mr. Patrick O’Brien. 
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WAYS AND MEANS [25TH APRIL] 
REPORT. 


Resolutions reported— 


Ways and 


{COMMONS} 





Means. 168 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 


Boroughs): I only rise for the purpose 
, of asking the Chancellor of the Exche- 


| quer if he will be good enough to clear 


TEA. 

1, “That the Customs duty now) 
charged on tea shall continue to be, 
charged until the first day of August, 
nineteen hundred and two, that is to | 
say, tea, the pound sixpence.” 


CONTINUANCE OF ADDITIONAL DUTIES | 
OF CUSTOMS. 

2. “That the additional duties of 
Customs on tobacco, beer, and spirits 
imposed by sections two, three, four, 
and five of the Finance Act, 1900 (in- 
cluding any increased duties imposed 
by section five of that Act), shall con- 
tinue to be charged until the first day 
of August, nineteen hundred and two.” 


CONTINUANCE OF ADDITIONAL DUTY OF | 
EXcIsE ON BEER. 

3. “That the additional duties of | 
Excise on beer imposed by section six of | 
the Finance Act, 1900, shall continue to | 
be charged until the first day of August, | 
nineteen hundred and two.” 


GLUCOSE AND SACCHARIN (EXCISE). 


4. “That there shall be charged on 
and after the first day of July, nineteen 
hundred and one, on glucose and sac- 
charin (including substances of a like 
nature or use), Excise duties equivalent 
to the Customs duties charged on those 
articles. 

‘And that there shall be charged on 
and after the same date, on a licence to be 
taken out annually by the manufacturer 
of glucose, invert sugar, or saccharin, an 
ixcise duty of one pound.” 


AMENDMENT OF LAW. 

5, “That it is expedient to prolong 
the term of certain annuities, and to 
amend the law relating to the National 
‘Debt, the Customs, and the Inland 
Revenue.” 


Resolutions read a second time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed 


“That this House doth agree with the 
Committee in the First Resolution.” 





' manner. 


| even 


| sugar. 


| up one point which is in rather an un. 


satisfactory condition. He has proved 
to-night to the satisfaction of the majority 


of the House that it is possible to grad- 


uate sugar, and that it is desirable that 


‘the duty on sugar should be graduated, 
| I wish to ask why it is not possible to 


graduate the duty on tea in a like 
[ understood the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer to say, when the 
matter was before the House on a 
previous occasion, that it was possible 
to scientifically graduate sugar but not 
possible to scientifically graduate tea. 
I ask the right hon. Gentleman whether 
he is not aware that gentlemen associated 


| with the tea trade can tell what quality 


a particular tea is, and what is its price, 
with their eyes blindfolded. [ 
would also ask him whether he could 
not appoint a Government valuer with 
whose appraisement the tea trade would 
be completely satisfied, and whether it 
would not be quite as possible to divide 
tea into various grades as it is to divide 
Moreover, all the tea imported 
into this country practically comes into 
the port of London, which would make 
it still more easy to deal with it. Lask 
for information on this subject, because 
I am informed that it is perfectly easy to 
graduate tea. 


CoLoneL NOLAN : I wish to ask the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer one further 
question, and that is if he gets this 
resolution after a very brief debate and 
a perfunctory division, will he kindly 
let us go to bed. 


*Sr M. HICKS BEACH: With 
reference to the question of the hon. 
Member for Flint Boroughs, I will inquire 
further into this matter, but I would 
remind the hon. Member, as has been al- 
ready stated in Committee, that an 


attempt to graduate the duty on tea was 
tried and was found so difficult to carry 
out in practice that it was given up. 
So far as [ am aware I do not think it is 


practicable, but I will inquire further. 
With regard to the hon. and gallant 
Gentleman’s question I should like to 
go to bed as well as anyone else. May 
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I remind the House that I have given , of the Exchequer is a very reasonable 
opportunities, and [ am sure the hon. one. It is quite true that he has given 
Member forWaterford will agree with me, | us a fair opportunity for discussion, but 
for discussion on all the resolutions on what I am anxious for now is that the 
which discussion was desired, and it Bill should be introduced, in order that 
would be really a very great convenience on the Second Reading we might be able 
ifthe House would agree to the remain-| to discuss a wider aspect of the sub- 


ing resolutions to-night. 


Then after | ject. 


I am quite sure my hon. friends 


the debate on the coal duty resolution, | do not desire to prolong the discussion, 
[shall ask leave to bring in the Bill, and; and the sooner we get to the Second 


read it a first time. 


obliged to hon. Members for the manner 


I am very much | 


| 


| 


pleased. 


in which they have discussed the Resolu- 


tions. 


Mr. JOHN 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. | 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus H. Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Asher, Alexander 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, RtHnGerald W.( Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin 
Jeach, Rt. Hn. SirM.H. (Bristol | 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bentinck, Lord Henry ©. 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
Brigg, John 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Bull, William James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Butcher, John George 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes. 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon..J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, J. Austen (Woe'r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady 
Colville, John 
Compton, Lord Alwyne | 
Corbett, A.Cameron (Glasgow) | 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) | 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Davies,SirHoratioD.(Chath’m 
Dewar, Jobn A. (Inverness-sh. | 
Dickson, Charles Scott | 








REDMOND : 


that the proposition of the Chancellor Noes, 89. 


Reading of the Bill the better I will be 


Question put. 


| think The 


AYES. 


Digby, John K. D. Wingtield- 
Disraeli Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford,SirWilliam Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 


House 
(Division List No. 161.) 


Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hn.SirWilliam Hart | 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward | 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst | 


Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Forster, Henry William 


| Godson,SirAugustusFrederick 


Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Goschen, Hon. Geo. Joachim 
Graham, — Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D.(Wednesb’ry 


divided :—Aves, 202; 


Knowles, Lees 

Lawrence, William F. 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, ArthurH( Hants. Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower,FrederickN.S 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Charles W( Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas,Col. Francis( Lowestoft) 


| Lucas,ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 


Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) | 


Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 


| Hambro, Charles Eric 


Hamilton, RtHnL’rdG.(Midd’x 
Hamilton,Margq of(L’nd’nd’rry 
Hanbury,Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 


Macartney, Rt.Hn. WG Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont,Col.J.( Antrim, E. ) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 


: Massey-Mainwaring,Hn.W.F 
| Maxwell, WJH(Dumfriesshire 
| Melville, Beresford Valentine 


| 
| 
| 
| 


Hardy,Laurence(Kent,Ashf’rd | 


Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. SirArthurD. 
Heath, ArthurHoward( Hanley 
Helder, Augustus 


| Hermon-Hodge,RobertTrotter 


Hickman, Sir Alfred 


| Higginbotttom, S. W. 
| Hobhouse,Henry(Somerset,E. 


Hope,J. F (Sheffield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 
Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham) 


| Jessel, CaptainHerbert Merton 


Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T( Denbigh) 
Keswick, William 





Milward, Colonel Victor 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire 
Morgan,DavidJ(Walth’mst’w 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton,ArthurH. A( Deptford) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Norman, Henry 

Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Parker, Gilbert 

Peel, Hon. Wm. R. Wellesley 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

Platt- Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
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Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John 8S. 

Rasch, Maj. Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 

Rigg, Richard 

Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel W. 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville,Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone. W.) 
Seely, Charles H (Lincoln) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, E.) 


Adjournment o7 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N. E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allen,Cbas.P. (Gloue. Stroud) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Barry, E. (Cork, 5.) 

Black, Alexander William 
3oland, John 

Boyle, James 

Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Burke, E. Haviland- 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 

Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 

Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 





{COMMONS} 


Smith, HC(Northumb. Tynes’d 
Smith, James P. (Lanarks. ) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 


| Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 


Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Tageart 
Stock, James Henry 

Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. E. Murray 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 


NOES. 


Holland, William Henry 
Jones, David Brynmor(Swans’a 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyee, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Lambert, George 

Leamy, Edmund 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Fadden, Edward 

M ‘Govern, T. 

Mooney, John J. 


| Morton, Edw.J.C.(Devonyport) 








the House. 


Wason, John C. (Orkney) 
Welby,Sir C. G. E. (Noits.) 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-u.-Lyne) 
Williams, Colonel R. ( Dorset) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A. 8. (York, E. R.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh.N, 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath 
Wortley, Rt. Hn.C. B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Young, Commaader(Berks,E.) 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O'Malley, William 
O'Mara, James 
Partington, Oswald 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 
Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 


tedmond,JohnE. ( Waterfor.|): 


toberts, John H. (Denhighs.) 
Shaw; Thomas (Hawick, | ) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Sullivan, Denal 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold Jolin 
Thomas,F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gower 








Moss, Samuel 
Murphy, J. 


Doogan, P. C. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Goddard, Daniel Ferd 
Hammoud, John 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hn. Chas. Seale- 
Helme, Norval Watson 


O'Donnell, T. 


Remaining resolutions agreed to. 


Bill ordered to be brought in by the 
Chairman of Ways and Means, Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, and Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain. 


PUBLIC ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS 
WARNED. 

Quarterly Returns ordered, ** by coun- 
ties, of the Publie Elementary Schools 
(1) which have been warned by the 
Board of Education under Article 86 
of the Code, including Schools from 
which the grant has been withheld under 


Nolan,Col. JohnP.(Galway,N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) | 
O’Brien, Kendal (Tipper'ry,N. | 
O Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. ice) ner dae 
O’Connor,James( \ 
O'Doherty, William 


O'Dowd, John 
(Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 


Tomkinson, James 

Tully, Jasper 

Ure, Alexander 

Wason,Eugene(Clackmannan 

White, Luke (York., EF. R.) 

While, Patrick (Meath ,North) 

Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 

Ticklow,W. | Woodhouse,SirJ T(Huddersf'd 

TELLERS FOR THE NOES 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


(Kerry, W.) 


that article ; (2) which have been warned 
by the Board of Education that the 
annual grant will, in future, be with- 
held unless defects in the school premises 
are remedied ; (3) the annual grants 
to which have been suspended for three 
months or more from the date of the 
receipt by the Board of Education of the 
inspector's report on account of defects 
‘in school premises (in continuation of 
| Parliamentary Paper, No. 217, of Session 
| 1900). (Sir Francis Powell.) 





Adjourned at twenty-five minutes 
before One of the clock. 
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173 Private Bill 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Tuesday, 30th April, 1901. 


LORD FARNHAM. 

Petition of Arthur Kenlis, Baron Farn- 
ham of Farnham, in the County of Cavan, 
in the Peerage of Ireland, claiming a right 
to vote at the elections of Representative 
Peers for Ireland; read, and referred to 
the Lord Chancellor to consider and 
report thereupon to the House. 


EARL OF DONOUGHMORE. 

Petition of Richard Walter John, 
Earl of Donoughmore, in the Peerage of 
Ireland, claiming a right to vote at the 
elections of Representative Peers for 
Ireland ; read, and referred to the Lord 
Chancellor to consider and report there- 
upon to the House. 


TOOK THE OATH. 
Several Lords took the Oath. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lord CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates 
from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the fol- 
lowing Bills have been complied with :— 


Petersfield and Selsey Gas. 
Leatherhead Gas. 

Midland Railway. 

Taff Vale Railway. 


The same were ordered to lie on the 


Table. 


ELLAND GAS BILL. 


Examiner’s certificate of non-com- 
pliance with the Standing Orders re- 
ferred to the Standing Orders Com- 
mittee on Monday next. 


MERSEY DOCKS AND HARBOUR 
BOARD (CANADA DOCK WORKS, ETc.) 
BILL [H.L.]. | 
King’s consent signified; and Bill 
reported with Amendments. 
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Business. 174 
CITY AND SOUTH LONDON RAILWAY 
BILL [H.1.]. 


SOUTH EASTERN AND LONDON, 
CHATHAM, AND DOVER RAILWAY 
BILL [H.L.]. 


Reported with Amendments. 


WEST AND SOUTH LONDON 
JUNCTION RAILWAY BILL [u.1.]. 
| CITY AND NORTH-EAST SUBURBAN 
| ELECTKIC RAILWAY BILL [H.1.] 
| Committed :—The Committees to be 
| proposed by the Committee of Selection. 





NEATH HARBOUR BILL. 
Read 2% and committed. 


WOLVERHAMPTON AND CANNOCK 
CHASE RAILWAY BILL. 


Read 2¢, and committed :—The Com- 
mittee to be proposed by the Committee 
of Selection. 


CENTRAL LONDON RAILWAY 
(No. 2) BILL [H.L.}. 


Moved that Standing Order No. 92 
be dispensed with; and that the time 
for depositing petitions praying to be 
heard against the Bill be extended to 
Tuesday next (The Chairman of Com- 
| mittees) ; agreed to. 


ST. BARTHOLOMEW’S HOSPITAL BILL 
[H.L. ]. 


SOUTHPORT WATER (TRANSFER) 
BILL [H.1.]. 


| BARROW-IN-FURNESS CORPORATION 
| BILL [HL]. 


BOLTON CORPORATION BILL [u.1.]. 
BROADSTAIRS AND ST. PETER’S 





WATER AND IMPROVEMENT BILL 
[H.L. ]. 

CHESTERFIELD IMPROVEMENT BILL 
[H.L. ]. 


DOVER HARBOUR BILL [H.1.]. 
BRISTOL CORPORATION CEMETERY 
BILL [H.1.}. 

BRISTOL CORPORATION (DOCKS AND 
RAILWAYS, ETc.) BILL. 

Report from the Committee of Selec: 
|tion, That the following Lords be pro- 
posed to the House to form the Select 
| Committee for the consideration of the 

| said Bills ; ( viz.) :— 
E. Jersey (chairman), 
| E. Lathom, 
V. Halifax, 
| L. Aberdare, 
L. Farrer ; 
agreed to ; and the said Lords appointed 
accordingly : The Committee to meet on 


G 
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Monday next, at Twelve o'clock ; and all | Joint Committee do meet in Committee 
petitions referre¢ to the Committee, | Room A on Friday next, at Three o'clock. 
with leave to the petitioners praying to | ‘ 
be heard by counsel against the Bills to | 


Reports, de. 176 


be heard as desired, as also counsel for | 


the Bills. 


GREAT EASTERN RAILWAY BILL. 


Brought from the Commons ; read 1¢: 
§ ; 


and referred to the Examiners. 


HENRY DIAPER AND COMPANY 


to. 


House in Committee (according to 
order): Bill reported without amend- 
ment : Standing Committee negatived ; 


and Bill to be read 3¢ on Thursday next. 


LONDON UNDERGROUND RAILWAYS 
Message from the Commons that they 


| 
(DELIVERY WARRANTS) BILL [u.z.}. | 1901. 
Returned from the Commons agreed | 

‘for 1900; No. 
PAISLEY GAS PROVISIONAL ORDER Islands : 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


GOLD COAST. 
Laws and Regulations affecting lands 
and mines and the labour of Natives, 


COLONIES : ANNUAL. 
No. 319. Christmas Island: Report 
320. British Solomon 
Report for 1899-1900. 


BOARD OF AGRICULTURE. 


Agricultural returns for Great Britain, 
showing the acreage and produce of 
crops, prices of corn, and number of live 
stock, with agricultural statistics for the 
United Kingdom, British Possessions, 
and Foreign Countries for 1900 ; pre- 
sented (by command), and ordered to lie 


have ordered that the Committee ap- | on the Table. 


pointed by them to join wth the Com- 


mittee of this House to consider the | wEeTROPOLITAN POLICE (ACCOUNTS). 


subject of the London Underground | 


Railways do meet the Lords’ Committee 
in Committee Room B on Thursday 
next at Two o'clock, as proposed by their 
Lordships. 


WIDOWS AND ORPHANS OF 
SOLDIERS AND SAILORS. 
Message from the Commons that they 
have ordered that the Committee ap- 
pointed by them to join with the Com- 
mittee of this House to consider the 
various charitable agencies now in opera- 





Accounts showing the sums received 
and expended for the purposes of the 
Metropolitan Police, and Police Pens‘on 
Funds, during the year ended 31st March, 
1901. 


PENAL SERVITUDE ACTS, 1853 to 1891 
(CONDITIONAL LICENCE). 
Licence granted by His Majesty to 
Lucy Jane Simons, a convict under de- 
tention in Aylesbury Prison, permitting 
the said Lucy Jane Simons to be at large 


tion, and the funds available for relieving on condition that she enter the St. John 
widows and orphans of soldiers and | the Baptist’s Home, London. 
sailors, with a view to insuring that the | 
funds subscribed by local and private | 
benevolence are applied to the best | ANNUITIES 
advantage in supplementing a scheme exer if ; 
of Government Pensions for widows and | Account of all moneys received on 
orphans of soldiers and sailors who have account of contracts for the grant of 
lost their lives in war. do meet the Lords’ | deferred life annuities, and for payments 
Committee in Committee Room A on/ on death, under the provisions of the 
Thursday next, at Three o'clock, as pro- | Acts 27th and 28th Victoria, chap. 43, 
posed by their Lordships. ' 45th and 46th R ictoria, chap. 51, and 
° 50th and 51st Victoria, chap. 40, and of 
PRESENCE OF THE SOVEREIGN IN | the disposal thereof, and of the contracts 
PARLIAMENT. made, for the year ended 31st December, 


GOVERNMENT INSURANCES AND 


A Message ordered to be sent to the | 1900; laid before the House (pursuant 
House of Commons to propose that the | to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 
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PETITIONS. | charged bankrupt; but there will be a 

| right of appeal to the Master of the Rolls, 

| who may make such order as he thinks 
TRAMWAYS (CONSENT OF LOCAL fit. This is a necessary amendment of 

AUTHORITIES). 'law, and I trust your Lordships will give 

Petition against the amendment of the Bill a Second Reading. 

Standing Order No. 22 ; of the Corpora- | 

tions of Hammersmith and Holborn;|/ Moved, “That the Bill be now read 

read, and ordered to lie on the Table. | 2%.”(Lord Alverstone.) 


| 


——— 


LICENSING SESSIONS BILL [1.1]. | On Question, agreed to; Bill read 2* 
Petition in favour of, of British | accordingly, and committed to a Com- 
Temperance League ; read, and ordered | mittee of the Whole House on Tuesday 


to lie on the Table. next. 
House adj d at -fi 
HABITUAL DRUNKARDS BILL [1.1]. | amass morro vie rey 
Petition in favour of, of British | the clock, to Thursday 
next, half-past Ten of 


to lie on the Table. 


Temperance League ; read, and ordered | tha cheale. 
| 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Tuesday, April 30th, 1901. 


PUBLIC LIBRARIES BILL [u.t.]. 
Reported from the Standing Com- | 
mittee with further Amendments. The | 


Report of the Amendments made in| ‘ho House met at Two of . 
A ; | : the clock. 
Committee of the Whole House and by aes yi a tiga 





the Standing Committee to be -received | TOOK THE OATH. 

on Roeay me “ Bill to be printed’ One other Member took and sub- 
as amended. (No. 45.)  siuitilh hs Chakks 

POLLING ARRANGEMENTS (PARLIA- | cebu 


MENTARY BOROUGHS) BILL [1.1.1 
POLLING Districts county | PHIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
COUNCILS) BILL (1.1.1. | hate 


Reported from the Standing Com-| prrvATE BILLS [Lords] (STANDING 
mittee without amendment, and to be} ORDEKS NOT PREVIOUSLY _ IN- 


read 3 on Thursday next. | QUIRED INTO COMPLIED WITH). 
| Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table 
SOLICITORS’ BILL [1.1.]. |Report from one of the Examiners of 


| Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 

icase of the following Bills, originating 
Order of the Day for the Second| in the Lords, and referred on the First 

Reading read. | Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 

. /not previously inquired into, and which 

Lorp ALVERSTONE: My Lords, I} are applicable thereto, have been com- 

have introduced this Bill at the request | plied with, viz. :— 

of my learned friend the Master of the | ‘ i peel 

Rolls. A difficulty has arisen as to the me oe gl eee a 

granting or renewing of certificates to) ° uields Bridge Bill [Lords]. 

solicitors who are undischarged bank-| Qrdered, That the Bills be read a 

rupts. The law at present is not only | second time. 

unsatisfactory, but doubtful. The object | 

of the Bill is to remove these doubts, and; = GarpirF CORPORATION BILL. 


it is proposed that the registrar of j : 
solicitors—the Incorporated Law Society | THAMES DEEP WATER DOCK BILL. 


—shall have the right of refusing the; As amended, considered ; to be read 
renewal of a certificate to an undis-| the third time. 


G 2 


[Seconp READING.] 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. 


MILITARY LANDS PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1). 
Bill to confirm certain Provisional 


Orders made by the Board of Trade 
under the General Pier and Harbour 
Act, 1861, relating to Cellardyke, Helms- 
dale, Leitir Mhor, Macduff, and Porth- 
gain, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Gerald Balfour and Mr. Austen Chamber- 
lain. 


AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 


PIER 


“To confirm certain Provisional Or- | 
ders made by the Board of Trade under | 


the General Pier and Harbour Act, 
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the Standing Orders ought to be dispensed 
with :—That the parties be permitted 
to introduce their additional Provision, 
if the Committee on the Bill think fit.”’ 


5. “That, in the case of the Staly- 
‘bridge, Hyde, Mossley, and Dukinfield 
Tramways and Electricity Board Bill, 
Petition for dispensing with Standing 
Order 129 in the case of the *‘ Oldham, 
Ashton, and Hyde Electric ‘lramway 
Company’ against the Bill, the said Stand- 
ing Order ought not to be dispensed 
with.” 


First four Resolutions agreed to. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


CITY OF LONDON (SPITALFIELDS 
MARKET) BILL. 


Reported [Preamble not proved]; Re- 
port to lie upon the Table. 


1861, relating to Cellardyke, Helms- | 
dale, Leitir Mhor, Macduff, and Porth- | 
gain”; presented accordingly, and read 


the first time ; 
aminers of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. [Bill 153.] 


STANDING ORDERS. 


Resolutions reported from the Com- 
mittee :— 

1. ‘‘ That, in the case of the London 
United Tramways, Petition for Bill, the 
Standing Orders ought to be dispensed 
with :—That the parties be permitted 
to proceed with their Bill, provided that | 
the powers to construct Tramways | 
Nos, 2, 24, 3, 3A, 4, 4A, 5, 5A, 6, 6A, 7, 7A, 
7B, 8, 16, 17, 18, and 18a be struck out of | 
the Bill :—That the Committee on the 
Bill do report how far such Order has been 
complied with.” 


‘That, in the case of the 


Rodgers’ 


Patent Bill [Lords], the Standing Orders | 


ought to be dispensed with :—That the 
parties be permitted to proceed with 
their Bill.” 

“ That, in the case of the London 
County Council (General Powers) Bill, 
Petition for additional Provision, the 


Standing Orders ought to be dispensed | 
with :—That the parties be permitted | 
to introduce their additional Provision, 
if the Committee on the Bill think fit.” 

4. ‘“* That, in the case of the Dorking | 


Gas Bill, Petition for additional Provision | | 


to be referred to the Ex-, 


KETTERING whe DISTRICT WATER 
ILL. 
Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP L). 


Mr. BILL reported from the Committee 
on Group L of Private Bills, That the 
parties opposing the Burton-on-Trent 
Corporation Bill had stated that the 
evidence of Sidney Barwise, M.D., 
Medical Officer of Health for the County 
'of Derby, was essential to their case ; 
and, it having been proved that his 
attendance could not be procured with- 
out the intervention of the House, he 
had been instructed to move that the 
| said Sydney Barwise do attend the said 
Committee to-morrow, at half - past 
_ Eleven of the clock. 


Ordered, That Sidney Barwise, M.D., 
do attend the Committee on Group L 
of Private Bills to-morrow, at half-past 


| Eleven of the clock. 


CLYDE NAVIGATION DRAFT PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER, 1901 (62 AND 63 Vic., 
¢c. 47). 


Ordered, That the Proceedings of the 


| Committee of this House on the Bill for 


the Renfrew Burgh and Harbour 
Extension Act, 1899, be referred to the 
Commissioners appointed under the 
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Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) | rejection of the Bill promoted by the 


Act, 1899, to inquire into the Clyde | Gas Light and Coke Company, on the 
Navigation Draft Provisional Order) ground that that company had failed 
1901.—(The Lord Advocate.) to comply with the obligations placed 

upon it by Parliament. The debate 
LONDON AND NORTH WESTERN | Which then ensued led to the withdrawal 


RAILWAY BILL. (By ORDER.) of the Bill. In submitting the motion 
' | he had first of all to claim the indulgence 


/of the House upon the first occasion 
Order for Second Reading read. ;on which he had ventured to address it. 

| He wished next to make it clear that in 

Motion made, and Question proposed, | the motion he was submitting he had 
“That the Bill be now read a second 


[SECOND READING.] 


‘no desire to hamper the London and 
time.” | North Western Railway Company in 

‘the conduct of their business. He had 
*Mr. HAY (Shoreditch, Hoxton) rose had no communication of any sort or 


to move the following Amendment— | kind with any persons or society con- 

Tht tte teens best iit er | nected with the company except the 
“4 i e, having regard to manner | : . : ad 
in which the London and North Western Rail- | personal acquaintance which he enjoyed 
way Company have evaded their obligationsin | With hon. Members of that House who 
respect of the re-housing of persons of the happened to be directors of the com- 
labouring class displaced for the purposes of | pany. The object of his motion was to 
the company, declines to confer additional | : d : Parli a i dae dies f 
powers upon the company.” | Indauce rarhamen oO lay Gown once for 


vall the principle that a company which 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! I have }in pursuit of profits had constantly to 
looked at the Amendment which the seek the sanction of Parliament for its 
hon. Member has placed upon’the Paper, Schemes, should not, under the advice 
and if he is going to move that I am of their officials, endeavour to drive 
bound to tell him that I think it is out @ Coach-and-four through the regula- 
of order. He may move the rejection | tions laid down by Parliament for public 
of the Bill on some relevant ground,  CO™panies and public bodies in regard 
but to discuss on the present Bill a ques- t0 the housing of the working classes. 
tion as to what the conduct of the rail. He did not think he could better state 
way has been under previous powers | his case than by quoting the purport of 
would be out of order. The hon. Mem- | 2 question he addressed to the Home 
ber, of course, may vote upon any ground Secretary on the 7th March last, when he 


he has present in his mind, but he cannot drew the right hon. Gentleman's atten- 
argue in this House either on the par- ton to the fact that the Broad Street 
ticular Amendment or on the Second | dwellings had been acquired by the 
Reading the question of the conduct of Company, and the tenants given notice 
the London and North Western Com-|to quit. That property immediately 
pany under Bills which deal with matters | @djoined the Broad _ Street Station of 
different to that now before the House. the company, and the Shoreditch 
| Borough Council officials had been in- 
*Mr. HAY said that under the circum- formed that the buildings were to be 
stances he would move that the Bill be | cleared of the tenants and demolished, 
read a second time that day six months, | 2nd the land handed over to the com- 
He was aware that in so doing he was | Pany for the extension of its premises. 
adopting a course which was seldom | 
pursued in the House in reference to; *Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! I 
private Bills ; but he did so because the! understand the hon. Member is now 
provisions of the Bill conflicted with the | discussing something done under a 
public interest in relation to the re-| former Bill, and is going to contend 
housing of the people. There had during | that the company has not fulfilled its 
the present session been one precedent | statutory obligations. Is that so? 
at any rate for the action he was taking. 
Only a few weeks since a motion| *Mr. HAY: I am quoting from a 
was submitted to the House for the | question I addressed to the Home Secre- 
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tary on 7th March last, to prove the non-| whether they have carried out the 
observance by the company—both in | obligations laid upon them by previous 
spirit and in law—of the duties imposed | Acts ? 

upon it by Act of Parliament. 


TAKER. Re . | *Mr. SPEAKER: I think not. If 
“Mr. SPEAKER: By a previous ASN | nat were permitted there is scarcely 


j 9 j 
of Parliament 1 /anything done or omitted to be done 
ate | by a company which might not be dis- 
* Tl. en’. « ° ° 
me AT: Yoo. ‘cussed on an omnibus Bill of this descrip- 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Then, as I have said, | "™ 
it is not open to the hon. Member to 
discuss that; I cannot permit a discussion 
on the mode in which the company has 
carried out previous Acts of Parliament. 
The debate must be based on something 
directly connected with this Bill. 


*Mr. CORRIE GRANT (Warwick- 
shire, Rugby) said he should like to put a 
parallel case, because he had recently 
given a vote under a misconception in 
the light of the present ruling of the 
Chair. When the Great Eastern Bill 
*Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.):| Was before the House there was some 
Would it not be in order, inasmuch as | discussion on the rule which com- 
this Bill proposes to interfere largely pelled employees of the company to join 
with the dwellings of the people, to refer | benefit or other societies formed by the 
to the way in which the company have directors. The representative of the 
acted in the past, and to argue that this Company agreed to strike out that parti- 
Bill ought not to be allowed to pass, | Cular rule, and he accordingly voted 
because under it they might act in| for the Bill. But in doing so he quite 
the same way again ? _thought he would have power in another 
| year if the company failed to carry out 
‘ - that undertaking to oppose any future 
“Mr. SPEAKER: Let me put an| Bill promoted ‘4 it. “Abhsowh there 
extreme case. Suppose a company had | sont be t ‘sh porate 
t made a bridge which under an Act | 8 Osea tg tae Angpgealitnl em. tie 
eee bound-to make at some point in for default by penalty or mandamus, 
Sendon; © year Jeter they came to | the final power, he respectfully sub- 
ees. Lin hiner dae | mitted, should rest with the House of 
icles in Gomberland; cold Commons to deal with breaches of 
be argued that thet power eka! parliamentary _undertakings. If the 
be refused because they had been guilty | ae anit oom wana terete 
of default in London? I am quite aware |.) °) 70) carne ee es 
there are sections in this Bill relating |‘ by a ne rey oe oe 
a 8 | 
to the housing of the working classes. | °P°” Ponce to punish i ‘by 
cate, 8 ’ | rejecting the present Bill. 
They are inserted under Standing Order | J — 
183%, and provide exactly what duty | 
shall be imposed on the railway company. | *Mr. SPEAKER: This is not the case 
They also provide for a penalty in case of | of a breach of a Parliamentary under- 
default. I understood from a question | taking. They have always inserted the 
put to the President of the Board of| model clause, and can be compelled to 
Trade the other day that legal proceed-| observe it. No doubt where a com- 
ings are actually being instituted! pany has obtained leave to raise 
against the company in respect of their! capital to be spent in a_ particular 
action in the case now being referred to way, and then asks for further capital, 
by the hon. Member. I must rule | its action in regard to the first grant 
that such action cannot be discussedon | may be taken into consideration. But 
this Bill. that is a totally different case to this. 





Dr. MACNAMARA = (Camberwell. Mr. FLOWER (Bradford, W.): But 
N.): But is it not open to us, when a would it not be possible for an hon. 
company comes to Parliament for new | Member to show that the clauses of this 


powers, to discuss before granting them | Bill are inadequate ? 


Mr. Hay. 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: It would be for the 
Committee to consider that point. 
These clauses are prescribed by the 
Standing Order, and they cannot be put 
forward as an objection to the Second 
Reading of the Bill. 


*Mr. HAY said that in view of 
the ruling of the Speaker he 
would move that the Bill be read 
a second time that day six months. 
It was clear that although they 
were not permitted to refer to the past 
action of the company this measure did 
not sufficiently safeguard public interests. 
It was only on the 16th May, 1899, that 
a Report was presented to the House 
by one of its Committees recommend- 
ing that the company should be com- 
pelled to pay the costs of certain 
proceedings, because it had unneces- 
sarily harassed certain private per- 
sons and interests. No sooner had 
Parliament come to a decision on the 
matter than the London and North 
Western Railway Company applied for an 
injunction in the High Courts to restrain 
the Taxing Master of this House from 
issuing a certificate for the payment of 
the costs. It was obvious that the House 
should seriously consider whether any 
powers of any sort or kind ought to be 
given to the company except upon terms. 
The provisions of the Bill were absolutely 
futile to prevent the company evading its 
obligations as to the re-housing of the 
working classes. How was it, if the 
provisions were adequate, that in the 
only instance in which a company had 
been brought to book had been when 
clauses over and above the labouring 
class clauses in this Bill had ‘been 
in such Bills. It had been shown 
that the London and North Western 
Railway had, by the trickery of the 
attorney or legal chicane, evaded the 
duties imposed upon them by Parliament 
in regard to the conduct of their business. 
He could quote precedents against this 
Bill by referring to the South Eastern 
and South Western Railway Bills. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
is not in order. The hon. Member is 
now seeking to initiate a discussion as to 
whether the provision made generally by 
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or not. That is not a matter which can 
be discussed upon private business. If 
the hon. Member had got a motion or 
a Bill upon that subject it might be 
then a proper subject for discussion, but 
it cannot be discussed on a private Bill as 
private business. 


*Mr. HAY said that the only basis 
upon which they could form an opinion 
as to what the company would do if this 
Bill became law was what they had done 
in the past, and if that was any guide 
the company would again flout Parlia- 
ment, and the whole energy of the com- 
pany would be devoted to defeating the 
objects and provisions of this Bill. <Ac- 
cording to the Official Returns there had 
been during the last nine years some- 
thing like 153 schemes initiated by local 
authorities in regard to which proceed- 
ings had been taken; whilst during the 
last session of Parliament, out of a total 
of 218 private Acts receiving the Royal 
Assent, 120 contained a section affecting 
the dwellings of the poorer classes and 
conditions as to displacement and _re- 
housing presented to Parliament and 
put into force with reference to the 
housing of the people. Therefore this 
matter of the housing of the working 
classes, when private Bills were before 
the House, was one of the highest import- 
ance, and of extreme urgency. ‘This 
Bill did not in any way protect the 
interests of the working classes if they 
were displaced for the purposes of this 
company. The local authority, which 
was the authority under the Public 
Health Act, 1891, and the Housing of 
the Working Classes Act, 1900, to deal 
with overcrowding, was powerless under 
this Bill; indeed, it was not even 
referred to in the labouring class clauses 
of the Bill. In fact, this Bill contained 
clauses which defeated the intention of 
Parliament as expressed in the two 
statutes which he had _ mentioned. 
Therefore he urged upon the House 
not to let this Bill pass unless they 
knew exactly what the company pro- 


| posed to do in reference to the re- 


housing of the labouring classes who 
were to be displaced by the Bill or 
otherwise displaced by the company. 
This matter affected London and I.ondon 


Parliament to compel railway companies | working classes, not merely from the 
to re-house the working classes is adequate | point of view of convenience, but with 
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regard to their physique and industrial 
capacity. It also affected the general 
public health of the metropolis, and it 
was idle for them to pass laws to reform 
the condition of the working classes if 
those laws were set at nought, and 
companies were allowed to ride rough- 
shod over the intentions of Parlia- 
ment. Powers were asked for in this Bill 
to clear certain areas in Hammersmith. 
These powers imposed upon the company 
obligations in regard to re-housing. 
Those obligations had been insisted upon 
by Parliament in previous Bills, but 
this company had gone from one 
subterfuge to another to evade them. 
His object was to prevent this Bill becom- 
ing law, because he believed it would be 
dangerous to the public interest. He 
appealed to hon. Members to discard 
the easy-going attitude too generally 
adopted with regard to private Bills, 
and to remember that this company 
stood at the present moment before the 
Law Courts in an action commenced 
by the Home Secretary. He hoped that 
the House would insist, by rejecting 
this Bill, on the company giving very 
definite undertakings that they would 
observe both the spirit and the letter 
of the Acts which they obtained year 
after year to facilitate the conduct of 
their business. He ventured to say that, 
by rejecting this Bill, the House would 
ensure that provisions would be placed 
in the Bill which would prevent the 
recurrence of those actions which had 
led the responsible Minister of the Crown, 
finding that it was his imperative duty, 
all milder methods having failed to 
obtain observance of the law by the 
company, to call this the premier railway 
company of the United Kingdom to book 
in the law courts of the land. 


Mr. COURTENAY 
(Staffordshire, Lichfield) said that 
the ruling of the Speaker, to the 
effect that it would be out of order 
to refer to the past action of this 
company, would be in the minds of 
most hon. Members when they voted. 
This Bill was brought forward by the 
company to extend their powers, and 
give them, amongst other things, the 
power of displacing some of the working 
classes in London. Under the ordinary 
clauses put in all Bills of this kind, the 


Mr. Hay. 


WARNER 
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| company were supposed to find housing 
-accommodation for the poor people 
displaced from their present homes. 


The question was, could they trust this 
company to carry out the intentions 
of the House? A railway company was 
looked upon by some people as the 
servant of the public, but it was more 
in the relation of a tradesman. Its 
master was its shareholders, but it was 
employed by the nation to do certain 
commercial work, and if it did not carry 
out that work, it was liable to be dis- 
missed from the service of the nation. 
The case before the House was much 
the same as a private individual employ- 
ing a person to redecorate his premises, 
who, in doing so, did great damage to 
his property. The result was that he 
did not employ that tradesman again, 
and the House ought to be doubtful 
about employing this great company to 
carry out the work suggested in the 
Bill, because they could not trust it. 
He had much pleasure in seconding the 
Amendment. 


Amendment proposed-— 


“To leave out the word ‘ now,’ and at the end 
of the Question to add the words ‘upon this 
day six months.’”—(Mr. Hay.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘now ’ stand part of the Question.” 


*Toe SECRETARY orf STATE ror THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Ritcuie, 
Croydon): I cannot recommend the 
House to reject this Bill on the Second 
Reading, because, in my opinion, it is 
necessary for the carrying on of the 
duties of the London and North Western 
Railway Company, and there is nothing 
in its actual provisions which is open 
to objection. At the same time, I 
share the views of those who 
sympathise with the gallant struggle 
which my hon. friend behind me_ has 
made under adverse circumstances 
to protest against certain proceedings 
of this company. Profiting by his 
example, | do not intend to deal with 
that subject, beyond alluding to the 
question in dispute between the Home 
Office and the London and North Western 
Railway Company, iu order to show the 
necessity for a proposition which I shall 
suggest to the House in a moment. The 





189 


clau 
clau 
rail 
pow 
ance 
are 
dou! 
mer 
rail 
aski 
whe 
of t 
pro} 
peo} 
doul 
and 
carr 
Bill. 
thes 
to se 
Hou 
hope 
ticul 
Offic 
Wes 
show 
of 
and 
and 
reall 
This 
goin 
the | 
Com 
but 
the | 
Com 
sche 
of 1 
class 
and 
at is! 
com) 
claus 
hous 
cleat 
whic 
Hon 
have 
that 
bow 
dog1 


M 
whe 
in 
ques 
part 








188 


ing 
rple 
1€8, 
his 
ons 
Was 
the 
ore 
Its 
vas 
ain 

Ty 
lis- 
on. 


ch 
oy- 











189 London and North £30 APRIL 1901} Western Railway Bull. 190 


clauses inserted in this Bill are the usual! *Mr. SPEAKER: The right hon 
clauses inserted in Bills applying to Gentleman has somewhat gone beyond 
railway companies when they ask for | the question before the House, but what 
powers, a gy te nag in aecord- | [ understood him to be doing was that 
nage s re § tan ing Order. They | he was referring, by way of illustration, 
are Rory? to oS ce eb 1s un- | to the inadequacy, in his opinion, of the 
doubte Hy ; eo c wae intention of Parlia- present Standing Orders, with a view to 
a bse t id enact nenys when a making some suggestions as to how those 
Shae Poca ei a aesen | Standing Orders might be improved. 
when that land is occupied by persons) *Mr. RITCHIE: That is exactly my 
of the — ae adequate and object. I wanted to show the House that 
a. ae is}on ee e made for the | as these particular clauses are now framed 
Stas di = re isplaced. That, un- they leave serious doubt as to whether or 
ie — hy iar a of one ergy: |not they secure that which the House 
and yhat 1s supposed to be! desires. As an illustration of that I 
“yo 2 Si oe inserted in this | would merely say one of the disputes 
ul. gh, in my experience, | between the London and North Western 
these clauses have hitherto been sufficient | Railway Company and the Home Office 
to secure fairly well the object which the | js wher ; 
House has anes desired to secure, and petal sr ee gl od ape 
hopes to secure, by them there is a nes pote Peg era f = ee = 
‘ure, D} , $a par- fixing such a scale of rents for the new 
— ye gga ages the Home dwellings as will secure that the same 
ert Railwa : “Cc rend and feo class of persons who have been displaced 
i tee: Sitak die gs tt i a by the clearances will be able to occupy 
F 7 ae =. we yp eben the new dwellings. If the court should 
Se haak erated: Shed c ondon decide that the interpretation put upon 
a ihe a ‘ ve y os these clauses by the London and North 
use as tO =Cwhat =618| Western Railway Company is correct 
really secured by these Standing Orders. pvory railway eo a ci 
This dispute has, acdointiaiaks been st Picton, pir onl es ee 
is saat liaberaiia thie i Offiee and would at once avail itself of the decision, 
a a ae q N i Weste Rail ae * and there would be an end to the pro- 
Com senna sageistribes fa . we wr visions which the House of Commons 
lat z Site abl oe a rie 8, has passed in order to provide fresh 
ah “ated «Seiad W a aeae housing accommodation for tenants dis- 
—o oe ate esvern Hal!'way | placed by railway companies. I feel 
Company what we consider a proper | ¥... annie is ice eat ck -actias 
scheme under the provisions of their Act RP ae ee 
of 1898 for the select of the working | pace deyerthenreon fo es" os bse . 
classes who have been displaced by them ; a te anies sie naliooe re ie stipe 
and one of the most important questions ee a . . 

. ‘ House of Commons desires should be 
at issue between the Home Office and the dane. and I have been in coneultation 
company is whether or not, under these | — +4)” sae ‘ 7 ead 
cies biiinihc immibibebitns tex oniaadiie with my right hon. friend the President 

ety . gg ht © of the Local Government Board, who is 
housing accommodation in cases of eet: Hae Shite wilithiny in Sh 
clearances, are bound to fix a scale of rents ea. al binge ae i adail mn 
which shall meet with the approval of the | ge eptigge rele er esepaeticcae toe! 
‘ : . | have come to the conclusion that it is 

Home Office. The railway companies , ‘ ‘ ie 

meaner ee desirable that a Select Committee of the 
have taken up the position, I understand, Siads ok Cotati ined te ened 
that under these clauses they are not so pas nese a ‘t a range aa 1 she 
bound, but I am not here to express any | |‘ Se a, eee ee 
dogmatic opinion on the subject * | whether or not the House, in order to 
aia attain that which it desires to secure, 

- . — should make any alteration in the exist- 

Mr. COURTENAY WARNER asked | ing Standing Orders or the clauses based 
whether the right hon. Gentleman was | aan. so that we should feel sure that 
in order in going into the general | in granting powers to railway companies 
question of the Standing Orders on this| to displace people belonging to the 
particular Bill. | working classes we were placing a corre- 
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sponding obligation on them, from which 
they could not escape, to provide for 
the rehousing of any people who might 
be displaced under these powers. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar): I have listened with 
some satisfaction to the statement of the 
right hon. Gentleman. I think the pro- 
posal he has made is one that will meet 
with general satisfaction. It is perfectly 
obvious that there have been occasions 
on which the provisions of the Acts have 


not been properly carried out by the | 


railway companies concerned, and I 
think we will all hail with satisfaction 
the statement that the Government 


intend to alter the Standing Orders— | 


(Mr. Ritcute dissented)—well, to recom- 
mend the appointment of a Committee 
to consider the question, and we may be 
quite certain that on the evidence placed 
before the Committee they will alter the 


Standing Orders, so that this point cannot | 


But 


again arise on any particular Bill. 


the right hon. Gentleman has not dealt | 


with the points raised in connection 
with the Bill before the House. 
whether the recommendation of the 
Committee to be appointed by the right 
hon. Gentleman can possibly be made 
retrospective, so as to affect an Act of 


Parliament which has actually been | 


passed, and, therefore, having a suspicion 
of the London and North Western Rail- 
way Company as to the way, if the Bill 
were passed, they would provide housing 


accommodation, I will most certainly | 
vote for the postponement of the Bill | 


until after the Report of the Select Com- 
mittee, or for the rejection of the Bill at 
the present moment. 


{COMMONS} 


I doubt | 
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| touched in the county of London under 
the jurisdiction of the Home Secretary 
_was forty-three. The company was 
| obliged to do no less and no more with 
| respect to these tenements than the 
| Standing Orders obliged them to do. He 
| was prepared to say on behalf of the 
| London and North Western Railway 
| Company that they would not have the 
slightest objection to a general inquiry 
as to whether the Standing Orders were 
adapted to securing the end in view, or 
adapted to modern requirements, and 
needed alteration. But he submitted 
to the House that it would be hardly 
fair to deal with a large general question 
of that character in connection with an 
ordinary omnibus Bill which affected, in 
a small way indeed, the rehousing of the 
working classes. He would only say 
| with regard to these particular tenements 
that the company came under the juris- 
diction of the Home Secretary, and his 
right hon. friend had often shown the 
House that he was not a man to be trifled 
with. He would not enter into the 
dispute between the Home Office and 
the London and North Western Railway 
Company, as that would be settled else- 
where. He would only say that clouds 
of suspicion had been raised against the 
railway company in reference to the 
acquisition of another property not 
affected by the present Bill. But that 
| property was not to be acquired under 
‘any parliamentary powers whatever, 
and in reference to it the railway com- 
pany had not attempted to evade any 
Act or any regulation in any Act. 





*Mr. RITCHIE: That is the point. 
You have attempted to secure the 
property without parliamentary powers. 


Mr. MACARTNEY (Antrim, 8.) said | 


a question had arisen in the course of | 
the debate on which he desired to say a. 


few words—the question whether the 
London and North Western Railway 
Company had come under any obligation 
in regard to the re-housing of the work- 
ing classes. Speaking as a director of 
the London and North Western Railway | 
Company, he pointed out that the Bill 
before the House was an ordinary omni- 
bus Railway Bill. With regard to the 
question of the displacement of the work- 
ing classes under its provisions, the total | 
number of tenements that would be) 


Mr. Ritchie. 


Mr. MACARTNEY said his right 
hon. friend seemed to have a charge 
behind his statement, which if he was 
permitted to go into the question he 
would not shrink from dealing with. 
He would, however, only say that the 
contract had been made in the Court of 
Chancery, and the railway company had 


/nothing in the least to conceal with 


regard to it. The company had no 


‘objection at all to join in the inquiry 


into the general suitability of the model 
clauses which they were obliged to insert 
in their Bill. He denied, as the repre- 
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sentative of the London and North Bill certainly proposed to dishouse a 
Western Railway Company, that the| certain number of people; it was not 


company had evaded or tried to evade 
any obligation thrown on them by Act 
of Parliament, and he thought the House 
would not be justified in dealing with 
this general question upon the omnibus | 
Bill now before the House. 





| 
i 


Captain NORTON (Newington, W.)| 
said the right hon. Gentleman the | 
Member for South Antrim had stated | 


| 


that there was nothing in the Bill which | 
was open to objection. The objection 
was that the company were permitted 
by the Bill to deal with certain tenements 
—forty-three in number—within the | 
area of the city of London. | 





He was not | 
going into any technical detail, but if | 
the Bill were passed the working people | 
who would be displaced within that | 
area would be absolutely in the hands of 
the railway company. That was the} 
broad issue before the House. He there- | 
fore had great pleasure in supporting | 
the motion for the rejection of the Bill. | 
| 

Mr. FLOWER pointed out that while | 
everyone had heard with the greatest 
satisfaction the statement of the Home | 
Secretary, the proposal did not help the | 
House very much in the particular | 
matter under discussion. 


possible to say exactly how many. It 
was easy to quote the number of houses 
to be demolished, but, in regard to a 
neighbourhood like Hammersmith, who 
would say how many were the persons 
to be displaced? Under the ruling of 
the Speaker, it was not possible to discuss 
the past history of this company, and it 
would probably also be out of order to 
congratulate the right hon. Gentleman 
upon the euphemistic expression he used 
in regard to the company being “ under 
a cloud.” ‘ Under a cloud” was a very 
delicate euphemism for “ having received 
a writ.” This Bill should, once for all, be 
rejected. A protest should be recorded. 
aga nst what seemed to be the growing 
tendency of the great railway companies 
to domineer the House. A great many 
Members felt that that kind of thing had 
gone on for too long, and that it was high 
time for Members to say whether they 
were going to be masters in their own 
House, or merely the registrars of the 


| decrees of the great railway companies. 


That clear and straight issue was before 
the House, and he appealed to Members 
to deal in summary fashion with the Bill, 
because it would show that this young 
House of Commons was really in earnest 
on the great question of the housing of 
the people, and that it was resolved to use 





This Bill had | 
to be either read a second time or re- | . ea 
ae d] ms ld bales titukd | every possible means in its power to 
see sect! par ae “ai 7 me | insist upon the great public monopolies 

bere gremsageteesqpaniin. ale Sees apencag be'ng faithful to their trust and obliga- 
Secretary was rather an illogical one. | 4; 4¢ 
Obviously, the right hon. Gentleman | ‘ 
disapproved of the Bill as it stood, dis- | *Mr. RITCHIE: May I rise, with the 
trusted the clauses relating to rehousing, | indulgence of the House, to make an 
and desired that those clauses should be | appeal to those who represent the 
— hang yet he was a *3 | London and North Western Railway 
aie t .: rigs ig nest vers | Company here. Iam bound to say that 
ee eee € speech of the |] think the argument which has been 
right hon. Gentleman was really a strong | used, that the Bill with these clauses 
argument in favour of the rejection of | ought not to pass, is by no means a weak 
the measure. The right hon. Gentleman | one. But. as I believe that the Bill is 
" ° | . , ~ / , c 4 . 
the Member for South Antrim had spoken | one which contains much of value and 
of the willingness with which the railway | much that is necessary, I would appeal 
company, of which he was > director, | to my right hon. friend who has spoken 
would co-operate with such a Committee on hehalf of the railway company 
as was suggested. No doubt the com-| whether he will not now assure the 
pany would be w'lling to co-operate, and | House that in Committee he will be pre- 
the right hon. Gentleman was to be con- | pared to drop the portion of the Bill to 
gratulated upon the somewhat altered \ jie) objection is taken. 
manner which the company had adopted 

Mr. MACARTNEY said he had already 


through its spokesman in the House 
and in the conduct of its affairs. The stated on behalf of the railway company 
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that they would be quite willing to join 
in any inquiry in regard to this matter. 
The House, being extremely suspicious 
of the London and North Western 
Railway Company, might possibly sus- 
pect, if they insisted on retaining the 
clauses, that the company desired to evade 
any alteration which might hereafter 
be carried out on the recommendation 
of the proposed Committee. Under 
these circumstances he was quite willing 
to assent to the omission from the Bill 
of these particular clauses, so that those 
matters would be dealt with in the future 
under any fresh model clauses which 
might be recommended to Parliament 
by the Committee. 


*Mr. CORRIE GRANT said the offer of 
the right hon. Gentleman really did not 
touch the point at issue. The opponents 
of the Second Reading desired that the 
Bill should be brought up to the level 
which the Home Secretary haa said 
should be the state of things in future. 
If the company were really anxious to 
meet the views which had been expressed 
in the debate, they would agree to 
let the Bill stand over until the Select 
Committee had reported, in order that 
any recommendations of that Committee 
might be incorporated into the measure. 
His experience of railway companies was 
that, while they were ready to act up 
to their legal obligations, they were also 
quite ready to take the alternative of 
their legal obligation. To put a case: 
If a railway company failed to comply 


with a provision of an Act of Parliament | 


it might have to pay a penalty of £10. 
That company might find that it answered 


to obtain an advantage equal to £100. 
It would have then performed its legal | 
obligation, as it would have paid the 
penalty, and that was all it was obliged | 
to do by Act of Parliament. That was 
the sort of spirit in the action of the 
railway company which was resented | 


{COMMONS} 
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| to reject the measure because they could 
not come to terms as to these particular 
clauses and powers. As he had already 
suggested, he thought the Second Read. 
ing should stand over until the Select 
Committee had reported. The Bill need 
not be blocked to any serious extent, ag 
the evidence was all to hand, but the 
recommendations of the Committee, if 
any, could then be incorporated, while, 
if the Committee made no recommenda- 
tions, the Bill would not suffer by the 
delay. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(Mr. J. W. Lowrner, Cumberland, Pen- 
rith) said he failed to see how the sugges- 
tion of the hon. Member who had just 
sat down was applicable. The hon. 
Gentleman suggested that the Bill 
should be hung up until such time as the 
Select Committee had reported. Sup- 
posing the Select Committee reported 
that the model clauses should be altered. 
What then? The railway company 
had dropped the clauses to which 
the schedule referred, and therefore 
what was the good of holding up the 
Bill? The right hon. Gentleman who 
| spoke in behalf of the London and North 
| Western Railway Company had just told 
the House that he was prepared to drop 
| all that portion of the Bill which proposed 
| to take lands situated in Hammersmith 
/and elsewhere in the county of London 
jat present occupied by working class 
dwellings. Very well, there was an end 
of that. But supposing that the Select 
Committee sat, and assuming that it 
was very expeditious in the consideration 
of this matter, and that it reported in a 








: , | month, how could the new model clause 
its purpose to pay the penalty in $100, | 


be made applicable to a Bill which did not 
contain any proposal to take any working- 
class houses? He could understand 
that hon. Gentlemen proposed to read 
the London and North Western Railway 
Company a lesson——- 


*Mr. CORRIE GRANT said he did not 








by Members of the House, and was the | understand that the hon. and gallant 
reason of the opposition to this Bill. | Gentleman had absolutely withdrawn 
Personally he was anxious not to do | the clauses. The right hon. Gentleman 
anything which was unjust to the railway | the Member for Antrim suggested that 
company, and it would he unjust to reject | he would withdraw the clauses if that 
the Bill because of that objection. He} would meet the wishes of the House. 
should, however, vote against the Bill, be- | What he (Mr. Grant) said was that they 
cause he felt that the company ought not | should keep these clauses in until the 
to put Members in the position of having | Select Committee had reported. 


Mr. Macartney. 
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*Mr. J. W. LOWTHER said he would 


much rather that the clauses were re- 
jected altogether, and he understood 


that that was the statement made by the | 


right hon. Gentleman. Therefore, so 
far as the House was concerned, they 
might consider these clauses gone. That 
being so was there any good result to 
follow the hanging up of the Bill? He. 
thought it was unfair to the railway 
company, because if the House were to | 
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|from the burning every time, and he 
congratulated some of the London 
Members on their conduct that after- 
noon. The point they had got to deal 
with was, should they, by this Bill, 
confer upon the London and North Wes- 
tern Railway Company—the wealthiest 
railway company in England—the 
power to continue to dishouse the 
working classes, and to evade rehousing, 
as this and every other London railway 


reject this omnibus Bill, which ecntained company had been allowed to do? 


proposals for widening reads, building | 
bridges and substituting them for level | 
crossings, improved stations, and so forth, | 
they would not be punishing the London | 
and North Western Railway Company | 
but the public. When the clauses | 
objected to were dropped, the least thing | 
the House could do was to pass the | 
Second Reading of the Bill, which, in | 
other respects, was unobjectionable. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea) said 
that there were many things in this | 
particular Bill to which, in the interests | 
both of the public and of the London 
and North Western Railway Company, | 
they could not take any reasonable | 
exception. And in so far as the House 
of Commons wanted to help a railway 
company to confer a public benefit, such 
as a railway company ought to seek to 
confer, there there was nothing in the 
Bill worthy of opposition except that 
which related to dishousing and re- 
housing. In connection with any Bill 
which sought to widen lines, to substi- 
tute bridges for level crossings, to give 
passengers and traders greater facilities 
both as regarded fares and freights, | 
the House of Commons would support | 
the railway company within reason. 
So they could support nine-tenths of this | 
Bill, but not the essential tenth on which 
the discussion had taken place. He had 
been positively delighted to hear the way 
in which Member after Member had 
stood up and said what eight or nine 
years ago he had to state humbly and 
quietly, as ‘“‘a voice crying in the 
wilderness.” Railway companies were | 
incidentally becoming a public nuisance 
in promoting their private ends, 
and he welcomed the speeches made 
from the other side of the House. 
Daniel was coming to 


| conditions of the clause. 


Mr. MACARTNEY : No. 
Mr. JOHN BURNS said the right 


hon. Gentleman would pardon him if he 
preferred experience to the suggestion of 
a director. His brief was not marked, 
as was that of the right hon. Gentleman. 
This Bill sought to give the London and 


| North Western Railway Company the 
/power under model clauses 





he called 
them immoral clauses—to dishouse and 
rehouse. Now, under these clauses it 
was possible for the London and North 
Western Railway Company, where it had 
power to pull down twenty houses, to 
pull down nineteen, leaving only one, 
and thus technically comply with the 
That was, the 
company could dishouse 430 persons 
without making any provision for re- 
housing them. Private Bill legislation 


of that kind was getting an overwhelm- 


ingly serious matter. Last year 120 
clauses were passed by the House of 
Commons in various Bills relating to 
London to dishouse London people. 
During the past twelve months railway 
companies in London had dishoused 
between 8,000 and 9,000 persons in 
advance without making provision for re- 
housing them. Well, that was a condition 


of things which was becoming intolerable 


in a city which suffered so much from 
overcrowding and congestion ; and the 
House of Commons was now practically 
unanimous in saying that that condition 
of things must cease. The Home Secre- 
tary, judging from his remarks that 
afternoon, had, like St. Paul, been 


| wrestling with the wild beasts of Ephesus 
| —the wild beasts of Ephesus consisting of 


the hon. and gallant Members at Euston. 
And the Home Secretary had indicated 


judgment ; | that he had had the hardest possible task 
the brands were being snatched | in bringing the London and North 
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Western Railway Company up to the|and they should likewise be compelled 
level of their obligations. He wanted | to clearly indicate in every way in their 
the Home Secretary to see that the House | Bills the number of people that were 
of Commons shared his views. The | going to be dishoused. If these three 
right hon. Gentleman who represented | points were decided upon at the Home 
the railway company had declined to! Office and adopted by the Select Com- 








comply with the sensible request of the | 


hon. Member who moved the Amend- 
ment. He ought to have been glad to 
support the hon. Member in the sug- 
gestion that the two directors should do 
everything in their power to interpret 
the feeling of the House. 


Mr. MACARTNEY: I did not say 
anything of the kind. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: No, the right 
hon. Gentleman did not. He was too 
wise. Having been a soldier, his fellow 
director’s knowledge of tactics was 
greater than his. ‘the kind of tactics 
and strategy the House of Commons 
should impose on the London and North 
Western Railway Company was a stra- 
tegic movement to the rear, and the 
sooner they were compelled to do it the 
better. The hon. and gallant Gentle- 
man said the company would interpret 
the wishes of the House of Commons in 
spirit and in letter ; but the right hon. 
Gentleman gave a more generous inter- 
pretation, and said that they would with- 
draw the clauses objected to altogether. 
The Chairman of Committees, to whose 
appeals to the House he was generally 


mittee, and if the Bill came up amended 
on the lines of the recommendations of 
the Select Committee, he would be de- 
lighted to let the London and North 
Western Railway Company have the 
Second and Third Readings of their Bill 
all in one day—before Derby day. He 
urged the hon. and gallant Member in 
| charge of the Bill to consent to this reason- 
|able, practical, and modest proposal. 
| He represented a London constituency 
through which the largest number of 
trains went every day in this great city. 
| From 1,700 to 2,000 trains went through 
Clapham Junction, which was in the 
heart of his constituency, and. time after 
time the London and South Eastern, 
the London and South Western, and the 
London and North Western, which all 
| had lines there, under the twenty-house 
| clause had been able by oaly displacing 
nineteen houses to dishouse in the past 
, ten years thousands of persons and sub- 
_ject them to great inconvenience. The 
| fact was that the railway companies had 
incompetent men in the House to repre- 
sent them and transact their business. 
| [Cries of ‘* Oh.”] That was so, and one 
of these days they would sack the orna- 


| mental guinea pigs. 








deferential, but who had not that day | 


given to the House that clearness of vision | 


which he generally did, had said that the 
clauses were dropped. But he (the hon. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That is not a proper 
way to speak of hon. Members of this 
House, and it must be withdrawn. 


Member for Battersea) emphasised and | 


repeated the suggestion made by the | 


hon. and learned Member for Rugby, 


that there was no reason why the Bill | 


should be lost. He did not want to im- 
pose any inconvenience on either the 
public or the railway company, whose 
interests ought to be identical. But it 
was possible for the Second Reading to 
be suspended for a month or six weeks 
until the Select Committee had reported 
to the, House. The Home Secretary 
would say to the Select Committee, 
“Strike out of the model clauses the 
twenty houses and substitute one.” 
That would meet the case. The railway 
companies should also be made to rehouse 


| Mr. JOHN BURNS said he withdrew 
the expression. When would the rail- 
way companies see the unwisdom of pro- 
ceeding with Bills of this character and 
wasting the time of the House, as it was 
wasted time after time by discussing 
| Bills of this nature, to the exclusion of 
other business? He believed if such Bills 
were sent to a Select Committee they 
could deal with them and bring in their 
Report in twenty-four hours, and the 
railway companies would get the Bills 
passed. The only way in which the 
House could teach the railway companies 


| the way in which they ought to proceed 


| was either to suspend the Bill or to reject 


the people in advance of their dishousing, the Second Reading, and show the London 


Mr. John Burns. 
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and North Western Railway that they | their facilities for so doing; and they 
could not with impunity transgress the | did not care how many people they in- 
conditions imposed upon them in refer-| convenienced for that purpose. He 
ence to the housing of the working | thought some system should be adopted 
classes. | by which railway Bills should be sent to 
a Grand Committee. He was against 
Mr. MACONACHIE (Aberdeenshire, | the Second Reading of the Bill, and he 
E.) said he would not detain the House | trusted it would be suspended until such 
more than a fewmoments. But, taking time as the Report ot the Select Com- 
considerable interest in these matters, | mittee was brought to the House. He 
he hoped the House would not allow the | believed in these cases that “right of way” 
Bill to go through until they were} was an important element to the public 
thoroughly satisfied that the conditions | generally, and all those matters ought 
would be fully carried out. His ex-|to be considered before the House 
perience was a unique one, and he re- agreed to read the Bill a second time. 
gretted to have to state that in no case | He hoped on this oecasion the Govern- 
where the London and North Western | ment would not attempt to sway the 
Railway had made arrangements with | House, but would allow the House to 
him had they carried them out. They | express its view. 
consistently contravened their Act of | 
Parliament whenever it was needful. Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
Some years ago they agreed to act up to | shire, Eifion) said that had the opponents 
the clause in their agreements which | of the Bilt suggested that the discussion 
prohibited them from giving preferential upon this matter should be adjourned he 
rates to traders; but after carrying out | would have certainly supported them in 
that agreement for two years they broke | the attitude which they had taken up, 
it. | but having regard to the fact that the 
| promoters of the Bill had now expre:scd 
*Mr. SPEAKER said the hon. Member | heir willingness to drop the obnoxious 
was not in order in discussing that ques- | - ause. and the only parts of the Bill 
tion. | which remained were parts to which no 
| objection could be taken, he was not pre- 
Mr. MACONACHIE, judging from | pared to vote for the rejection of the 
his experience of the company, trusted Second Reading. 
that the House would see that any | 


a 7 epee a to “ae CoroneL LOCKWOOD (Essex, Epping) 
with this matter should be of such 4 | said he was unaware that there was any- 
nature that the company would have no thing disgraceful or improper in his 
way of getting out of it. representing his position with regard to 
the London and North Western Railway, 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) said he | and he thought he had deserved better 
took a great interest in railway matters, | treatment at the hands of the hon. 
and entirely concurred with what had | Member for Battersea. The right hon. 
been said by hon. Members generally | Gentleman had already stated that, in 
upon the subject. He appealed to the | deference to the opinion of the House, 
House not to allow the Bill to pass until |the company wished to withdraw the 
the Select Committee had sat and re- | clauses relating to the housing of the 
ported upon it. The time of the House | working classes. The hon. Member for 
ought not to be occupied to such an/| Battersea had said the company might 
extent by discussion upon private Bills. | attempt to avoid this obligation in some 
With regard to the remarks of the Chair- | underhanded manner. On behalf of the 
man of Committees, he would draw the | company he would undertake that they 
right hon. Gentleman’s attention to the | would not displace any of the working 
fact that railway companies were not | class at Hammersmith. The company 
philanthropic institutions. They pro-| had no ntention of avoid ng their ob iga- 
moted Bills for the purpose, not of benefit- | tions. It was not the company’s fault 
ing the public, but of earning dividends | that the time of the House was taken up 
for their shareholders, and to extend|on private Bills. The House must alter 
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its procedure in order to get relief. Seeing 
that the company, had met the House, 
he asked them to pass the Second Reading 
of the Bill. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said that Clause 4 
having been deleted, the question of 
housing or dishousing could not now 
arise, but he would just like to know how 
the matter stood. He pointed out that 
the company had large unexpired powers 
in other Acts, and he thought the time 
had come when railway companies ought 
to receive a salutary lesson ; therefore he 
hoped the House would not allow the 
Second Reading, but would reject the 
Bill. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
appealed to the House not to be led away 
by passion. There appeared to him to 
be a very strong feeling against this com- 
pany ; whether that was because it had 
declined from its former eminence in 
respect of its management or its directors 
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he was unable to say. When, in pur 
suance of parliamentary practice, the 
company came to the House of Commons 
for powers to do necessary work, a tre- 
mendous case was made against it. But 
that case had disappeared with the ex- 
clusion of the model clause. The whole 
case made against the London and North 
Western Railway Company was that it 
was unwilling to fulfil its obligations 
because it had neglected to do so in the 
past. It was quite clear that the model 
clause would have to be reconsidered at 
some future period, but in the meantime, 
it having been dropped, the Bill was not 
affected by it, and he thought the House 
would not act wisely if it were to allow 
itself to be persuaded to reject the Bill, 
He hoped they would think twice before 
they took that course. 


Question put. 
The House divided : Ayes, 202 ; Noes, 


210. Words added. (Division List No. 
162.) 
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Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot,Capt.Josceline FitzRoy 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W (Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, SirFrancis T.( Windsor) 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen B. 
Beach,Rt. Hon. W.W.B.(Hants 
Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bowles, T. G. (King’s Lynn) 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
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Campbell, Rt. Hn. J A(Glasgow 
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Chaplin,Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady 
Cranborne, Viscount 





Cross, Herb.Shepherd (Bolton) 
Dalkeith, Earl of 


Colonel Lockwood. 


AYES. 


Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dewar, J. A. (Inverness-sh.) 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dimsdale,Sir Joseph Cockfield 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doxford,Sir William Theodore 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hn. Ailwyrn Edward 
Fergusson,RtHn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald,SirRobertPenrose- 
Fitzmanrice, Lord Edmond 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Forster, Henry William 
Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hn. Vicary (St Albans) 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Green, WalfordD(Wednesbu’y 
Greene, HenryD. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. 
Gretton, John 

Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hamilton, Margof(L’nd’nderry 
Hanbury,Rt. Hon. RobertWm. 
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Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hasla n, Sir Alfred S. 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
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Heath, James(Staffords. N. W.) 
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Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Higginbottom, S. W. 

Hoare, Ed wBrodie( Hampstead 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham 
Howard,J.(Midd., Tottenham 
Hughes, Colonel Edwin 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 
Jessel, Captain HerbertMerton 
Kay-Shuttleworth, RtHnSirU 
Kennaway,Rt. Hon. SirJohnH. 
Kenyon, James (Lancs., Bury) 
Kitson, Sir James 

Knowles, Lees 

Lawrence, William F. 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, ArthurH(Hants.,Fareh’m 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long,Col.Charles W(Evesham) 
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Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, RtHnJ W (Cura. Penr. 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis( Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ. (Portsmouth 
et: Rt. Hon. W. G.E. 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
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Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Maxwell,RtHnSirH E(Wigt’n 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. 
Mellor,Rt. Hon. John William 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Mitchell, William 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
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More, Robert J. (Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hn. Fred.(Monm’thsh 
Morton, ArthurH. A.\(Deptford 
Mount, William Aithur 
Muntz, or A. 

Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Parker, Gilbert 

Pease, Herbert P. (Darlington 
Pease, Sir Joseph W.(Durham 
Penn, John 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 








Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) | 
Abraham, William (Khondda) | 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen, Chas. P. (Glouc.,Stroud 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Asher, Alexander 
Ashmead-Bartlet, Sir Ellis 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbert H. | 
Austin, Sir John 

Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Barrv, E. (Cork, S.) 

Bartley, George C. T. 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 

Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 

Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Bousfield, William Robert 
Boyle, James 

Broadhurst, Henry 

srunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carew, James Laurence 
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Causton, Richard Knight 
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Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Ratcliffe, R. F. 

Rea, Russell 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Ridley, Hn.M. W(Stalybridge 
Ritchie,Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel W. 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Seely,Charles Hilton(Lincoln) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith,H.C(North’mb.Tynes’d 
Smith, James P. (Lanarks. ) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley,Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk | 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 





NOES. 


Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 

Cust, Henry John C. 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 
Dewar,T.R.(T’rH’mlets,SGeo 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. € 

Dutty, William J. 

Duke, Henry Edward 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, John Edward 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Evans, Sir F. H. (Maidstone) 
Evans, Samuel T.(Glamorgan) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Field, William 

Flavid, Michael Joseph 
Flower, Ernest 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (DerbyCo.) 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Gladstone, RtHn.HerbertJohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gordon,Maj.Evans-(T’rH’m’ts 
Gore, Hon. F. 8. Ormsby- 
Grant, Corrie 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
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Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Thomson, F, W. (York, W.R.) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tufnell, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walrond, Rt. Hon. Sir W. H. 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason,J! ohn Cathcart (Orkney 
Welby, Lt.-Col. ACE(Taunt’n) 
Wharton, Rt. Hn. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H( Ashton-u.-Lyne) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd,Wm. H.(Yorks.} 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.(Bath 


| Wylie, Alexander 


Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Young,Commander (Berks, E.) 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Boulnois and Mr. 
Cohen. 


Harcourt, Rt. Hon.Sir William 
Hardie, J Keir(MerthyrTydvil 
Harrington, Timothy 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne,Rt. Hon. Charles{Seale- 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. CharlesH. : 
Hobhouse,C. E. H.(Bristol, E.) 
Holland, William Henr 

Hope, John Deans (Fife West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, William (Carvarvonsh.« 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Langley, Batty 

Law, Andrew Bonar F 
Leamy, Edmund 
Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice r 
Lewis, John Herbert e 
Lough, Thomas ; 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) , 
Lundon, W. t 
Macdona, John Cumming : 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. ' 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. ; 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
Maconochie, A. W. 5 
M‘Cann, James ‘ 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Fadden, Edward : 
M‘Govern, T. > 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 

Markham, Arthur Basil 
Milton, Viscount 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis : 
Mooney, John J. = 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow 
Morgan, J. L. (Carmarthen) 
Morley, Rt,Hn.John(Montrose. 
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Sullivan, Donal 


Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. | Priestley, Arthur 


Moss, Samuel | Randles, John S. Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Moulton, John Fletcher | Reckitt, Harold James Tennant, Harold John 
Murphy, J. | Reddy, M. Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan, E. 
Newnes, Sir George | Redmond, John E.( Waterford) | Thomas,F. Freeman-(Hastings 


Nolan, Col. J. P. (Galway, N.) | Reed, Sir Edw. James(Cardiff) | Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gowr 
Norman, Henry Remnant, James Farquharson | Tomkinson, James 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William | Renwick, George Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Nussey, Thomas Willans Rigg, Richard Tritton, Charles Ernest 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) | Tully, Jasper 

O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid) | Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) | Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 


O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) | Robson, William Snowdon Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
O’Brien, P. J (Tipperary, N.) | Roe, Sir Thomas White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
O’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) | Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye White, Patrick (Meath,North) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) | Russell, T. W. Whiteley, G. (York, W. R.) 
O’Doherty, William | Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) | Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) | Schwann, Charles E. Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
O’Dowd, John Scott, C. Prestwich (Leigh) Williams, Osmond(Merioneth) 


O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) | Scott, Sir S.(Marylebone, W.) | Williams, RtHnJPowell-(Birm 
O’Kelly,James(Roscommon,N | Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) Wills, Sir Frederick 





Palmer, Sir C. M. (Durham) | Shipman, Dr. John G. Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Partington, Oswald | Sinelair, Louis (Romford) Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh. N. 
Paulton, James Mellor | Smith,AbelH.(Hertford, East) | Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) | Smith, Samuel (Flint) Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
Pemberton, John S. G. Soames, Arthur Wellesley Yoxall, James Henry 


Pickard, Benjamin Soares, Ernest J. 
Pirie, Duncan V. Spencer, Rt. Hn.C.R(North’nts | TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
Plummer, Walter R. | Stevenson, Francis 8S. Mr. Hay and Mr. Warner. 
Power, Patrick Joseph | Strachey, Edward 





Main Question, as amended, put, and, supported the Second Reading of the 
agreed to; Second Reading put off for) Bill. He was of opinion that no share- 
six months. _ holder, and certainly no director, of any 

| company, ought to vote for a Bill pro- 

Mr. SWIFT. MacNEILL (Donegal, | moted by his company. The right hon. 
S$.) said he now moved that the votes | Gentleman the Member for South Antrim, 


; 
of Mr. William Ellison Macartney and | Whose 0 Na Bay baggies 


Colonel Amelius Richard Mark Lock- | -ntative i ths teskee tok Mae 


wood be disallowed. The House had | Western Company, and he spoke avowedly 
seen by the division the immense as the representative of the company, 
value which attached to every vote, | and not as representing his constituents. 
and if the votes of the gentlemen he} A company ought not to have any repre- 
named were disallowed the majority | sentative in the House. He regretted 
against the Bill would be ten instead of | that in recent years the high code of 
eight. They were directors of the} honour which the House had set up in 
London and North Western Company, | these matters in times past, and had acted 
and they used their power as Members| upon with strictness, had been greatly 
of the House to vote for a Bill promoted | relaxed, and he thought the time had 
by that company, of which they were the |come when the House should revert to 
paid agents. He moved as a matter of| its ancient habit of imprisoning, without 
principle, because he was of opinion that | any considerations of party whatever, 
the sacred trust given to hon. Members | hon. Gentlemen who, as shareholders, 
by the people should not be exercised by; and certainly as directors, voted for a 
agents of a monopolist company. The | Bill in which they had a personal concern 
trade of Parliament must cease. He had | He therefore supported the motion. 

all the greater pleasure in moving that 
Mr. Macartney’s vote be disallowed . : ; 
Because after “d had become a Minister} “M&. SPEAKER: The question that 
of the Crown he was appointed a director each vote be disallowed must be put 
of the London and North Western Com- | Separately. 


ny. 
ge Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL moved that 
Mr. BRYN ROBERTS said he would | the vote of Mr. William Ellison Macartney 
second the motion willingly, although he | be disallowed. 
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Mr. BRYN ROBERTS formally | the invariable decision it has come to on 
seconded the motion. similar occasions under the guidance 


/of the highest parliamentary authori- 
Motion made, and Question proposed, | ties that have adorned this Assembly. 
“ That the Vote of the Right honourable | 
William Ellison Macartney be dis-| The right hou. Gentleman then with- 
allowed.” —(Mr. MacNeill.) drew. 


¥ sanhaar : Ste | THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
Ngee 2 ie ake — |SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrovr, Manchester, 
South Antrim be disallowed. The right ee oe Viggen 
h Gentl “iH a. HE express on this occasion, as it has on 
on. Gentleman wil make any state- | . : s. its dissent from the 
ment he wishes to make, and then with- | eS es 
draw from the House | principle underlying the motion of the 
Prk hon. Member opposite. We have had this 
. question up before us in many previous 
Mr. MACARTNEY: I have only a) Parliaments over and over again, and 
very short statement to make. On a | do not hesitate to say that the balance 
previous occasion when my vote was| of Parliamentary authority and_tradi- 
challenged, I ventured to point out to | tion, as well as of common sense, is 
the House that the action of a director | altogether against the course suggested 
voting on a Bill promoted by his com-| hy the hon. Gentleman opposite. One 
pany had been brought before the House | of those Gentlemen—I did not hear the 
many years ago, and had been defended | whole speech, but I heard enough to 
by one of the greatest parliamentary see that he was sufficiently logical -to 
authorities that ever sat in the House. | endeavour to extend his proposal, not 
My predecessor, the present Lord Rath- merely to directors of companies, but 
more, on that occasion voted for a Bill | to shareholders of companies. 
promoted by the London and North | ; 
Western Company, he then being a) Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I never 
director of the company, and a member said anything of the kind. 
of the Government. His vote was 
challenged and was defended by Mr.| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I refer to the 
Gladstone, who argued, and success-| hon. Gentleman who seconded the 
fully argued with the House, that it was motion, and I compliment him when 
not an oceasion on which Lord Rath- I say he was sufficiently logical to carry 
more should not have voted, having his argument to its proper conclusion. 
regard to his personal honour, and to| The hon. Member told the House that 
his position as a member of the Govern-| if the vote of a Member was to be dis- 
ment. I simply submit to the House, allowed because he was a director, so 
that the House and its predecessors | also it should be disallowed if he were a 
have always vindicated the right of a shareholder. We all know that the 
Member in my position to vote as I have! pecuniary interest of a shareholder in 
voted, and that in voting, I have done|a company may be, and very often is, 
nothing derogatory to the interests of | greater than that of a director of the 
the honour of the House, or to that} company. Is it not evident that in an 
regard for it which every Member of | assembly like this you would only land 
the House ought to have. Had I yourselves in a_ hopeless difficulty | if 
supposed that in giving this vote I} you attempt to press to its conclusion 
should have served my own private} any such principle as that suggested 
interests, | would admit that I had by the hon. Gentleman opposite? We 
done something which merited the) are on the eve of the discussion of the 
reflection of the House. But in casting! coal tax. Are you going to exclude 
this vote I can in no way advance my | from the debate and the division lobby 
private interests either as a director of | every Gentleman who has an interest 
the company or as a shareholder, which I | in coal mines ? 
am in a small way. I submit that the | 
point raised is not one in which the; Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: That is a 
House of Commons should deviate from public Bill affecting public interests. 


H 2 
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Here is a private Bill affecting the private 
interests of shareholders. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Are public 
Bills to be decided by private and cor- 
rupt interests, and not private Bills ? 
Is that the principle the hon. Gentle- 
man lays down? A public Bill comes 


before us affecting the interests by’ 


taxation of the whole community. On 
that you may be influenced by the 
most corrupt and personal motives. 
But let it be a private Bill affecting 
only the interests of a particular com- 
pany, then the whole motive is altered, 
and those considerations which are 
legitimate when you are dealing with 
a public Bill are to be rigidly excluded. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: It is the 
Parliamentary rule. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: There the 
hon. Member comes to a direct question 
of fact. He should put it to the Speaker 
whether it is in defiance of Parliamen- 
tary rule. If it is so, I have nothing 
more to say. | am only arguing the 
question to the best of my humble 
ability as to what is the custom and 
practice of Parliament in this matter. 
If the hon. Member desires I will sit 
down for him to test the point by put- 
ting a question to the Speaker. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I accept 
the challenge. Mr. Speaker, the rule. 
with great respect to you, has been 
laid down repeatedly, that in a public 
Bill the question of personal interest 
cannot arise. In private Bills, on the 
contrary, it has been held in reference 
to Members sitting on Committees and 
voting upstairs that any direct pecu- 
niary interest invalidates the vote. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: In dealing with 
public Bills the consideration comes in 
with greater force whether it is not the 
public duty of a Member to vote, 


although he may have some private or | 
The question is not | 
corrupt. If he votes, as he probably 


pecuniary interest. 
one of order. It is for the House on 
each occasion to weigh the 
tages. It is for the House in this 
matter to say whether or not the right 


hon. Gentleman the Member for South | 
Antrim has any such direct private | 


Mr. Bryn Roberts. 


{COMMONS} 


advan- | 
_ open to say that, if he had not been a coal- 
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pecuniary interest as should prevent him 


‘from voting. 
oF 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS : Is it not the 
case that in public Bills the interests 
of an individual are only concerned ag 
a member of a class, or as a member 
of the public ; but that in private Bills, 
such as this, the interests of shareholders 
and directors only are affected ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER : It is impossible for 

me to say asa matter of order to what 
extent, or under what circumstances, 
hon. Members may be interested in a 
public Bill. An _ individual Member 
may be very largely interested in such 
a measure. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: Yes, as a 


member of a clase. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: It is evident 
from what has fallen from the Chair 
that I was not incorrect in saying that 
there is no such practice as that which 
hon. Gentlemen opposite have laid down. 
If they will look back to the debates 
which have arisen on the occasions when 
the hon. Member for South Donegal 
took the part he has taken to-day—for 
[ give him credit for the virtue of con- 
sistency—they will see that the House 


has decided, as I hope they will decide 


to-day, that there is no case for disallow- 
ing the Vote. It is evident that if the 
House were to lay down the other prin- 
ciple they would involve themselves in 
endless disputes both as to private and 
public Bills. The honour and credit 
of the House, I venture to say, will not 
suffer by the action taken by my right 
hon. friend the Member for South 
Antrim, when his motives are known. 
If the hon. Member for Durham were 
to get up this afternoon, as probably he 
will, to object to the coal tax, in which 
he is personally and largely interested, 
everyone knows his personal interest, 
and everyone also knows his integrity 
and honour. They may think him 
biased, but they will not think him 


will vote, against the coal tax, it will be 
owner, he would not have taken that 


view; but no one will attribute corruption 
to him, or say that his vote should be 
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disallowed. The same broad principle , 


of equity ought to guide us in the case 
now before the House. 


they have always done on the many 


occasions this question has been brought | 


before us in similar circumstances. I 
ask them not to put a personal slur upon 


my right hon. friend the Member for 


South Antrim—for that is what it 
amounts to—by disallowing the vote 
he has just given. 


Sirk H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): The right hon. 
Gentleman is quite accurate in saying 
that this is a question which has often 
eome before the House on similar occa- 
sions in previous years, and that the 
decision of the House has generally, 
though not universally, been in the 
direction he urges the House to take on 
this occasion ; but I cannot help think- 
ing that there has been of late years 
a somewhat altered feeling on the subject 
in this House. The right hon. Gentle- 
man has ingeniously brought in the 
action of Members with regard to public 
legislation and public Bills, and has 
represented that as if it were on the same 
footing exactly as the action of a Member 
when deciding on the merits of a private 
Bill. The House will see that there is a 
great difference between the two actions. 
The right hon. Gentleman refers to the 
case of taxation. The great business of 
this House is to levy taxation, or to take 
it off whenever the opportunity arises to 
do so, and there is no taxation which 


ean be imagined which will not‘affect a_ 


larger or smaller number of Members, 
directly or indirectly. Taxation is a part 
of our regular duty, and it is our business 
to disregard our personal interest and 
to look to the interest of the public. As 
public men and public servants we are 


quite capable of doing so, but that is an | 
entirely different case from that of a. 


director of a company who comes here 
to advocate the case of the company, and 
who has had a part in preparing the Bill 
which he submits to the House, and 
which is submitted to the House in 


order that the House may impartially | 


judge as between the public and this 


very company as to what is right and | 


what is wrong. In almost’ every case, 
n the smallest petty sessional division 
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Tam only asking | 
the House to do on this occasion what | 


Western Railway Bill. 214 


in the country, a justice who is interested 
in any case which comes on leaves the 
bench. Another attempt is made to 
confuse the issue by introducing the 
shareholder. He, again, differs from 
the director in this, at all events, that he 
has no part in the Bill. He may ulti- 
mately benefit or suffer by the Bill, but 
he, at all events, has no part in preparing 
and promoting the Bill. But the direc- 
tor is the main person. He isthe gover- 
ning influence in the very party which 
is coming to the House to ask some- 
thing of Parliament. I began by saying 
that in these days, I think, and am glad 
to think, public feeling in this matter, 
and all cognate matters, has been some- 
what quickened. There is no slur on 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
South Antrim. The right hon. Gentleman 
is above suspicion. He has only acted, 
as the First Lord of the Treasury says, 
in accordance with precedent, but that 
is no reason why we should not now 
express our opinion that in future, in 
order to save ourselves, at all events, 
from imputations that are sometimes 
cast upon us, the vote of a director in 
regard to a measure promoted by the 
company of which he is a director ought 
not to be allowed. 


Mr. BARTLEY thought this was an 
occasion upon which the House might 
set an advanced precedent. It was all 
very well to say that similar votes had 
been recorded on previous occasions. 
No doubt they had, but he believed that 
the country, with its growing intelligence 
and knowledge of these matters, would 
consider whether it was really well that 
directors should have the right to take a 
prominent part in voting for measures 
such as the one just disposed of. It 
seemed to him to be altogether a mistake 
for an hon. Member who was a director 
to vote on a measure affecting the com- 
pany with which he was connected. He 
|did not for a moment suggest that the 
Member was not strictly honourable in 
doing so, but certainly it was a much 
‘better thing that the idea of the House 
should be that on such occasions a direc- 
tor should walk out. That course had 
often been taken; it had been taken 
this session. He thought the House 
should in some way or another announce 
‘that they considered it wiser and better 
i 
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that a Member who was a director should 
retire when a division on a Bill, in which 
his company was interested, took place. 
This was especially the case now when 
it was continually thrown at the Govern- 
ment that a number of those who had 
seats in it were directors of companies. 
It was unfortunate that that should ke 
the case, and it was also unfortunate 
that when a question of this sort came 
up they did not take the highest and 
strictest view of the matter. He 
should be sorry to vote against his right 
hon. friend, because he had acted in 
accordance with many precedents, and, 
he believed,strictly in good faith ; but he 
thought it was desirable that the House 
should express its opinion that, in all 
matters concerning private companies, 


it should be considered etiquette and | 


high tone that Members interested as 
directors should retire. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) desired, at 
the outset, to challenge the statement 
of the Leader of the House, that it was 
entirely unprecedented for a vote to be 
disallowed upon an occasion such as that 
under discussion. On the 11th March, 
1892. the hon. Member for South Donegal 
made the following motion— 


‘*That the votes of Sir Lewis Pelly, Mr. 
Burdett-Coutts, and Sir John Puleston, given 
on Friday, the 4th day of March, in favour of 
the grant in aid of the cost of a preliminary 
survey fora railway from the coast to Lake 
Victoria Nyanza, be disallowed.” 


After a prolonged debate* that motion 
was carried, by 154 against 149 votes, 
after receiving the support of the greatest 
authority on parliamentary procedure 
and propriety who ever sat in the House, 
namely, the late Mr. Gladstone. This was 
an a fortiori case, because in the case 
of the Mombassa Railway it was pleaded 
that a great question of national policy 
was at stake. What was proposed then 


was a grant of public money for the) 
g : 


purpose of making a preliminary survey 
for the construction of a railway to the 
Victoria Nyanza, and it was contended 
that the three gentlemen, whose votes 
it was sought to have disallowed, had a 
direct pecuniary interest in the scheme, 
inasmuch as they were directors of the 


* In the course of this debate the precedents | 


were gone into very fully. See Debates, 
Fourth Series, Vol. ii., pages 323 and 640. 


Mr. Bartley. 


{COMMONS} 


' East African Company. On that ground, 
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by a majority of six, the House dis- 
allowed the votes. It was not then con- 
tended that it would be throwing any 
slur upon the gentlemen in question, 
but the matter was debated on the broad 
ground of principle and policy. The 
contention of the Leader of the House: 
that, if this principle was affirmed, the 
House would be irresistibly drawn to the 
position that no man should vote on a 
great question of taxation who might 
have a personal interest in it was, if he 
might say so with respect, mere clap-trap. 
It would simply mean that nobody at all 
would vote, because many questions of 
taxation affected every single Member 
of the House. The right hon. Gentleman 
also sought to do away with the dis- 
tinction between public and private Bills 
in this regard. But that distinction was 
recognised in the Standing Orders of the 
House, because there was a rule that no 
Member who had a direct pecuniary 
interest in a Bill should serve on the 
Private Bill Committee by which that 
measure was considered, whereas there 
was no corresponding rule with regard 
to Public Bills. The real and actual dis- 
tinction was this—no matter whether 
a measure was in form a private ora publie 
Bill, the real distinction was, did it apply 
to a certain specific enterprise or to the 
general public interest ? The true prin- 
ciple should be that, where any proposal 
was brought before Parliament. whether 
in the shape of a private Bill or of a 
motion in Committee of Supply, nobody 
should vote who was a director of the 
company concerned. If, unfortunately, 
that precedent had been departed from 
more than once, that was all the greater 
reason for the House to lay down a 
wholesome rule for the future. The 
precedent of Lord Rathmore had been 
alluded to. He was a very honourable 
man, but his case formed a very bad 
precedent, for his was a most striking 
case of a Minister of the Crown uniting 
with that position the directorship of 
innumerable companies. According to 


‘the Directory of Directors, that gentle- 


man was a director of no less than ten 
companies. 
j 
' 
*Mr. SPEAKER reminded the hon. 
Member that he must confine himself 


‘to the particular case before the House. 
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Mr. DILLON thought this was an|similar to this, and at the conclusion 
extremely proper occasion for the question | of the debate it was agreed that a Com- 
to be raised and deciced by the House. | mittee of the House should be appointed 
It would have been a perfect scandal | to consider whether any alteration should 
if this Bill had been carried by the votes | be made in the Standing Orders with 
of railway directors, and yet the differ-| regard to the voting of Members on 
ence of a very few votes would have | questions in which they were interested. 


brought about that result. 


Mr. BOUSFIELD (Hackney, N.) said 
this was not the occasion upon which a 
question of this kind ought to be decided 
or ought to be raised. He agreed that 
there was a strong and growing public 
opinion that directors would do well to 
abstain from voting upon an occasion of 
this kind, when they might be supposed 
to have a private interest in the matter. 
He had just left a case in the law courts 
in which the learned judge was a share- 
holder in the company concerned. He at 
once told counsel that he had an interest 
in the matter, and counsel said that that 
did not make any difference. He 
thought it would be better for directors 
to abstain from voting, and if the House 
thought it was right to decide in that 
sense the proper course was to pass a 
Standing Order to provide that a 
director, and he would like to add a 
shareholder, should not vote on any 
question in which he was _ privately 
interested. No doubt his right hon. 
friend and others in the same position 
thought that they would be guilty of 
some laches in the matter if they did not 
exercise their right to vote upon this 
question. The only way to decide the 
question was by a motion for a Standing 
Order to give effect to what he thought 
was the growing feeling of the House in 
respect to this matter. He submitted 
that this was not a proper way to raise 
the question, and they were all bound to 
feel that the right hon. Gentleman had 
voted in a_ perfectly honourable and 
straightforward manner. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: By leave of the 
House, may I be allowed to say one word. 
I am reminded by what has fallen from 
my hon. friend of a circumstance which 
ought to be in hon. Members’ minds. 
On the last occasion on which this ques- 
tion was discusssed, I think it was in 
1896, on the motion to disallow the vote 
of my right hon. friend the Member for 
North-East Manchester,there was a debate 


| 





That Committee was a strong one, and it 
reported against any alteration of the 
Standing Orders. 


Mr. GODDARD (Ipswich) thought 
a good many Members of the House 
were of opinion that such a rule as had 
been suggested ought to be made. He 
quite remembered the debate of 1896 
upon this question, and he believed 
the First Lord of the Treasury had used 
almost exactly the same arguments this 
day ashedidin 1896. He stated that if 
they attempted to do anything of this 
kind they would land the House in 
tremendous difficulties, but he wished to 
point out to the House that in almost 
every municipality of the land this rule 
was strictly observed. If it could be 
carried out in a municipality, why on 
earth could it not be carried out in a large 
and more important body? In a muni- 
cipal council, if a question of purchasing 
tramways or public lighting came for- 
ward in which any members of the 
council were directors, or even share- 
holders, or in which they were pecuni- 
arily interested in any way, they would 
not even take part in the debate or in the 
division. There was no difficulty what- 
ever in carrying out such a rule. In 
matters where a member of a corporation 
was personally interested he was pro- 
hibited either from taking part in the 
debate or voting upon the question, and 
if he did either he would be liable to some 
penalty. It seemed to him to be a reason- 
able and righteous rule, and he could not 
see why there should be any difficulty 
in carrying it out in the House of 
Commons. 





Mr. ELLIS GRIFFITH (Anglesey) 
said the hon. Member for North Hackney 
had based his argument upon the case of 
a judge admitting that he was interested 
in the company concerned in the case, 
and who would not act unless both sides 
agreed. He would remind the hon. 
Member that both sides did not agree 





‘upon this question. The hon. Member 
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had told the House that the right hon. 
Gentleman was not so keen about voting 
as a director, but it was the sacred rights 
of directors he was looking after. What 
could be worse than that ? He thought 
the right hon. Gentleman had been most 
unfortunate in the protector and defender 
of this case. He 
doubt as to what had been put forward 
as the result of the inquiry made by a 
Committee upon this question. But, 
whether that Committee reported or not, 
the matter was not in the hands of any 
small Committee. The dignity and 
honour of the House were the possession 
of the House itself, and without casting 
any slur upon the right hon. Gentleman 
—and he hoped he would not take it 
personally. because they were enunciating 
a principle—the House ought to assert 
its real opinion upon this subject. 


*Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil) 
said that there was no intention of 
casting a slur on the right hon. Gentle- 
man opposite, but he thought they should 
take care not to cast a slur upon the 
House itself, as would be the case were 
the motion to be rejected. The distinction 
attempted to be drawn between a private 
and public Bill was altogether fallacious. 
The House existed to protect the public ; 
the directors of a railway company ex- 
isted to protect their own interests. Every 
Member of the House knew that nineteen 
times out of twenty the interests of rail- 
way directors conflicted with those of 
the public at large. Quite recently two 
aldermen of the City Council of Man- 
chester were compelled to resign their 
seats for having taken part in transac- 
tions as aldermen in which they had a 
direct pecuniary interest, and he hoped 
the House would not rest content to set 
up a lower standard of purity than that 
which obtained in a municipal council. 
The great charge brought against poli- 
ticians in America’was that of corruption, 
especially that the legislative powers of the 
Senate were controlled by persons finan- 
cially interested in its decisions. As had 
already been stated, the power of com- 
panies was growing in the House, and 
if they did not pass such a motion as the 
one under discussion, it would go forth 
to the country and to the world that the 
House of Commons was less concerned 
about its own honour than about the 


Mr. Ellis Griffith. 


{COMMONS} 


had _ considerable - 
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interests of the directors of public come 
panies. Hon. Members were aware that 
there was no more serious charge which 
could be levelled against politicians than 
the statement that the House of Commons 
was simply an annexe of the Stock 
Exchange. There was a growing feeling 
in the country in that direction, and the 
House of Commons in its own interest, 
and to preserve its own good name, 
would do well to pass the motion under 
discussion. But there was a_ wider 
aspect to the question. As the days went 
by Bills directly affecting the pecuniary 
interests of hon. Members would become 
more and more common, and if it was to 
be taken for granted that a Member of 
this House might use his influence in 
the Lobby, as he saw the right hon. 
Gentleman doing, to persuade hon. 
Members to vote for him and the com- 
pany in which he was interested, the 
chance of a straight and honourable 
consideration for Bills affecting the 
pockets of the well-to-do would become 
very remote. As an act of public policy, 
and as a safeguard against the House of 
Commons being made more corrupt than 
it was in matters of finance, he strongly 
supported the motion. [Ministerial cries 
of “ Withdraw!” and Nationalist cheers. | 


Mr. MALCOLM (Suffolk,Stowmarket)* 
On a point of order. Hasany hon. Mem- 
ber of this House the right to suggest 
that the House is in any degree corrupt ! 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I did not catch the 
expression of the hon. Member. There 
was a great deal of noise in the House at 
the time. I hope the hon. Member will 
use language respectful to the House of 
Commons. 


*Mr. KEIR HARDIE (who was received 
with Ministerial cries of ‘‘ Withdraw!”): 
I do not withdraw anything. If I had 
said anything untrue I would at once 
withdraw it. My statement was that by 
passing this motion we would safeguard 
the House of Commons against becoming 
more corrupt financially than it is. 
[Nationalist cheers and Ministerialist 
eries of “‘ Order!’’] If the rules of the 
House permitted, I could give case after 
case to prove the point that is in my 
mind, and one great illustration—— 
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'*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
is not at liberty to discuss—even if he 
thinks the House of Commons is corrupt, 


and I do not understand that he has said | 


it is—that question. 


{*Mr. KEIR HARDIE: I understood | 


so, Mr. Speaker, and I shall continue my 
support of the motion. I want hon. 
Members to understand that there is a 
strong and growing feeling amongst the 
working classes of this country that the 
House of Commons is an annexe to the 
Stock Exchange——[Ministerial cries of 
“ Order! ’’|——controlled by the Stock 
Exchange in Stock Exchange interests, 
and that, by passing this motion, the 
House will disabuse the public mind of 
that impression, and safeguard the purity 
of the House. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS (Glamorgan, 
Mid) said he had one suggestion to make 
to the House. It was a very incon- 
venient thing for the special votes of 
individual Members to be disallowed by 
the House of Commons. Every time a 
discussion of this kind arose they had to 
take great pains to explain to the House 
and the country that the conduct of the 
individual whose vote was to be dis- 
allowed was not impugned at all. It 
was in the necessity of the case that that 
should be so, for they had no Standing 
Order on the subject. On this occasion 
they desired to say clearly that they did 
not impute misconduct of any kind to 
the right hon. Gentleman whose vote 
they were discussing, but, in order to 
make the decision of the House on this 
occasion more impersonal than it would 
otherwise be, he ventured to suggest that 
everyone in the House who was a director 
should refrain from voting upon the 
motion. 


*Sir JOSEPH PEASE (Durham, Bar- 
nard Castle) said he had a strong objection 
himself to voting as a director, and if it 
should ever happen that it lay upon him 
to give a casting vote on a railway Bill 
promoted by a company of which he was 
a director, and in that way carry the Bill 
against the wishes of a considerable 
portion of the House, it would be a 
difficult position. It would be to him, 
and he believed to many hon. Mem- 
bers around him, a painful thing that 
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they should lay down what may be called 
a sound principle by throwing blame 
upon an individual who had only followed 
the custom usual in the House for many 
years past. He should decline to vote 
for passing that motion, for, as_ it 
stood, it seemed to him to place 
many of them in the difficult _posi- 
tion of establishing a sound principle 
at the expense of punishing the indi- 
vidual. He should prefer that the 
debate should be adjourned with a view 
to the Standing Order being altered, so 
as to lay down clearly the line that 
those who were directors should pursue 
in relation to those Bill in which thev 
were interested. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
said he had before him the Report of 
the Committee which was appointed in 
1896 to consider this question, and 
from that it appeared that since 1837 
the House had never disallowed the vote 
of a director in circumstances similar 
to those now under consideration. 
That was a very strong Committee, and 
the right hon. Gentleman the Leader of 
the Opposition and other eminent 
Members of the House were upon it. It 
seemed to him that, if the House were 
to disallow the vote of a director, it must 
also disallow the vote of every Member 
who was a shareholder in the company 
concerned. This was not the case of a 
resolution to make a grant in aid of the 
company of which the right hon. Gentle- 
man was a director. It was the case of a 
private Bill to grant the company powers 
to spend its own money in doing certain 
works which might conceivably ruin it. 
That was not a Bill that gave any direct 
pecuniary advantage or interest to any 
shareholder or director who voted for it 
in this House, and therefore it seemed to 
him, under these circumstances, not 
admissible to exclude a Member’s vote, 
whether he were a director or a share- 
holder. If the House disallowed the 
vote of the right hon. Gentleman it 
appeared to him that they would have 
to go a great deal further and deal with 
the case of those Members of the House 
who were contractors, or associated with 
firms of contractors, and also with the 
question of Minister-directors. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That is a different 
question. 
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Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said he would 
leave that, and say generally that the 
question they were discussing was, in 


fact, only a small part of the much , 
saw every railway director rushing there. 


larger question. He was, personally, 
sorry that the director voted. That was 
a question of taste, but he thought that, 
because the director had not observed 
that fine taste the House would like to 
see observed, it would be a little hard to 
pass upon him a vote of censure of an 
a'together unexampled nature. 


Mr. FIELD said the hon. Member for 
Lynn Regis had expressed the opinion 
that the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for South Antrim would have 
shown more taste if he had _ not 
voted. He would ask what was the 
reason why the right hon. Gentleman 
should abstain from voting. Was it not 
because it was considered wrong that a 
director should vote? They all knew 
perfectly well when a railway Bill was 
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coming on, because the railway directors. 
who were Members of the House came 
there prepared to support the Bill, 
Whenever a railway Bili came on they 


to support it. He entirely agreed with 
the proposal, and intended to support it. 
The hon. Member for King’s Lynn said 
that this was only the fringe of a great 
question, but they must begin to attack 
it some time, and this was the first 
opportunity. They who intended to. 
vote for disallowing the votes of the two 
hon. Members had no idea whatever of 
assailing or impugning their integrity, 
but they thought it was wrong for them 
to vote, and he trusted that the House, 
by the result of the division, would put 
an end to this system. 


Question put. 


The 
Noes, 268. 


205; 


House divided :—Ayes, 
(Division List No. 163.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) 
Abraham, William( Rhondda) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen,CharlesP.(Glouc.Stroud 
Asher, Alexander 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hn.Herbert Henry 
Atherley-Jones, L 

Austin, Sir John 

Barry; E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thomas (])erbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 

Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carvill,PatrickGeo. Hamilton | 
Causton, Richard Knight | Grant, Corrie 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Colville, John 

Craig, Robert Hunter 
Crean, Eugene 


Cullinan, J. 


Dillon, John 


Doogan, P. C 








Crombie, John William 


Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Dewar, John A.(Inverness-sh. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 


Donelan, Capt. A. 


Dufty, William J. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

, Ellis, John Edward 

| Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

| Evans, Sir F. H. (Maidstone) 
Evans, Samuel T.(Glamorgan) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick. Charles 

Field, William 

Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flower, Ernest 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert J. | 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 


Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hammond, John 

Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. 
Hardie,J. K. (MerthyrTydvil) 
Harrington, Timothy 
Harwood, George 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 


Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir A. D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. 
| Hobhouse,C. E. H.(Bristol,E.} 
Holland, William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, William (Carnarvons.) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 
Kay-Shuttleworth, RtHnSirU 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

| Lough, Thomas 

| Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Cann, James 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 





| Map: in, Sir Frederick Thorpe- 


Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mellor, Rt. Hon. John William 
Mooney, John J. 
Morgan, J. L. (Carmarthen) 

| Morley, RtHonJohn( Montrose 
Morton. Edw. J.C. (Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 
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Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atkinson, Rt Hon. John 
dagot,Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r | 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W.(Leeds) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, Sir F. T. (Windsor) 
Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H. (Bristol 
Beach, Rt. Hn. W. W.B (Hants. 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 
Bill, Charles 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
Boscawen, Arthur Griftith- 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles, T. Gibson (King’sLynn 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, AlexanderH. (Shropsh. 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bull, William James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Butcher. John George 
Campbell, Rt. Hn. J.A(Glasgow 


























{30 ApriL 1901} 


Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 
Redmond,John E.( Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid, SirR. Threshie (Dumfries | 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. 
Robertson, Edmond (Dundee) , 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 
Rog, Sir Thomas { 
Russell, T. W. ' 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) | 
| 
! 
i 


Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair,CaptJohn(Forfarshire 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 

Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt. Hn.C. E.(Northnts 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel(Carmarthen,E. ) | 
Thomas, Alfred (Glamorgan,E. | 


| Thomas, DavidAlfred(Merthyr | 


NOES. 


Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. | 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V. C. W.(Derbysh. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwirn) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Cochrane, Hn. Thos. H. A. E. 
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tigg, Richard 

Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
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topner, Col. Robert 


Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
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Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A. 8. (York, E. R.) 
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Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
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Gentlemen on the 


Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Young,Comman‘er (Berks,E.) 
Younger, William 


NOES— 
Mr. 


TELLERS FOR THE 
Mr. Boulnois aud 
Cohen. 


Treasury Bench. 





now move to disallow the vote of Colonel | 
Amelius Richard Mark Lockwood, who | 


| Your Committee think it desirable that the 


was also a director of the company. 
After that he would move to disallow 
the vote of another hon. Gentleman. 
He did not exercise his right to reply on 
the previous motion, and, therefore, he 
hoped the First Lord of the Treasury 
would permit him to give a better version 
of what took place on the Personal In- 
terests Committee which he so airily 
‘disposed of. He sat for many hours on 
that Committee. The Report presented 
to the House was a colourless Report, but 


in the documents which were incorpo- | 
rated with it there was a record of a par-| MacNeill. The noes were Mr. Bonsor, 


The Amendment was as follows— 
‘That the following paragraphs be inserted : 


position and votes of Members who are direc- 
tors or shareholders in companies affected by 
private Bills should be regarded more strictl 
than has been the case of late years, Suc 
instances as those of directors and share- 
holders who have undertaken to represent 
companies and to conduct Bills through this 
House would appear to come within the spirit 
if not the letter of the rule.” 


The Amendment was proposed by Mr. 


' Haldane, and on a division was defeated 


by six votes to five. The ayes were Sir 
H. Campbell-Bannerman, Mr. Courtney, 
Mr. Haldane, Mr. Lloyd-George and Mr. 


‘ticular Amendment to which he desired) Sir W. Hart-Dyke, Mr. Halsey, Mr. 
to direct the attention of right hon.| Grant Lawson, Mr. Solicitor General, 
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an 


and Mr. Woodhouse. He knew as a 
fact that two Members of the Committee 
who were absent would have voted in the 
affirmative had they been present. 
Among the ayes there was only one 
directorship, that held by Mr. Courtney 
in a small company in Cornwall, whereas 
among the six noes there were no fewer 
than sixteen directorships. One hon. 
Member in the last debate in supporting 
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_ tainly on every Bill with reference to: 





the Government mentioned that a 
learned judge in the courts stated that he | 
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taxation. The right hon. Gentleman re- 
ferred to the coal tax. If an hon. Member 
happened to be a colliery proprietor 
it was not suggested that he would not 
have a perfect right to vote against the 
coal tax, but if a Bill were brought for- 


‘ward to give that hon. Member's colliery 


special advantages he should not vote for 
it. The distinction was perfectly clear. 
Suppose, again, a general railway consoli- 
dation Bill were introduced, it was not 





was interested as a shareholder in a com- | suggested that a railway director would 
pany before him and that he would with- | not have a perfect right to vote on such a 
draw if it were desired, but the case went | Bill. It would be a Bill affecting all 
on. ‘There was, however, the well-known | railways, not his own railway particularly, 
case in which Lord Campbell, then Lord | and he would be interested in it as a 
Chief Justice of England, reversed the member of the public. The right hon. 
decision of Lord Cottenham. Lord! Gentleman assumed that he laid down 
Campbell said that no one would accuse | the proposition that shareholders should 
Lord Cottenham of being influenced by | be also excluded from voting. He, how- 
personal motives, but that the adminis- | ever, expressed a doubt in that matter. 
tration of justice should be above sus-| He was doubtful as to whether share- 
picion and that, therefore, the decision holders should vote, but he was certain. 
would be reversed. So far as Colon:l! with regard to directors. He would. 
Lockwood was concerned, there was no | point out that a shareholder might only 
one in the House who had an atom of have an infinitesimal interest in a com- 
personal ill will or bitter feeling against pany, whereas, a director was a paid 
him. He begged to move that Colonel ‘official, and in a special sense the represen- 
Lockwood's vote be disallowed. | tative of the company. It was of course 
| perfectly true that a shareholder might 
Mr. BRYN ROBERTS said he would | have a larger interest in a company than 
have contented himself with formally | a director, but when a line had to be drawn 
seconding the motion were it not that he | some cases were excluded which ought 
desired to reply to the argument ad-| not to be excluded, and other cases 
vanced by the First Lord of the Treasury. | were included which ought not to be 
The right hon. Gentleman said that included. The line should be drawn 
there was no distinction whatever somewhere, and because it could not 
between a private and a public Bill,and| be drawn to exclude every possible 
tried to score a point off him by suggest- case, it was argued it should not 
ing that he argued that on a public) be drawn at all. It would be ad- 
Bill a man could act from private in-| mitted that infant children ought not 
terest, whereas he could not do so on a/ to be bound by contracts, but a person 
private Bill. The distinction was as_ of eighteen might be more sensible in 
clear as any distinction which had ever | the management of his business than 
been drawn in the House. With refer-|a person of thirty. But if the argument 
ence to a private Bill the House acted | that had been used were relied on, 
judicially, and the principle which | mere child might be held to a contract. 
regulated private Bills was the principle | He thought the House ought to return 
which regulated the conduct of judicial | to its ancient practice. 
functionaries in the courts. A public | b ‘ j 
Bill did not confer a private advantage! Motion made, and Question proposed, 
on any individual, though it might |“ That the Vote of Colonel Lockwood 
necessarily affect the pockets of the | be disallowed.”—-(Mr. Swift MacNeill.) 
country at large, but if hon. Members | on 
were excluded from voting on such Bills} _CoLoner, LOCKWOOD : I beg to state, 
they would necessarily be excluded from | in placing myself in the discretion of the 
voting on almost every public Bill, cer- | House, that I voted in a way which I 
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believe is according to precedent for a 
Bill of public and general convenience, 
and that in doing so I was not actuated 
by any corrupt motive. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: No one 
‘suggested it. 


CoLtoneL LOCKWOOD: I do not in- 
sinuate that for a minute, but that was 
my reason for voting. I did so in what 
I believed to be the exercise of my right, 
and I was not actuated by any private, 
or corrupt motive. I believed it to be 
according to precedent, and that I had 
the right to vote, and in that I believe I 
shall be sustained by the House. 


The hon. Member then withdrew. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he thought 
it was hardly necessary for the hon. and 
gallant Gentleman to explain that he 
did not vote from any private or corrupt 
motive. He did not believe there was 
a Member of the House who would for 
a moment suggest such a thing. This 
was a question of principle, and if it 
had not been that the men against 
whom this motion was directed were 


honourable men, like the right hon. Mem- | 


ber for Antrim and the hon. and gallant 
Gentleman who had just left, the House 
would not tolerate the motion for a 
moment. It was the fact that men 
like the hon. Members, whose actions 
were beyond reproach, lent themselves 
to such a practice that caused the rule. 
He was a Member of the Committee 
appointed in 1896 to consider this matter, 
and the rule laid down by that Com- 
mittee was that the House should go 
into each particular case, and that rule 
was only adopted by a majority of one. 
A very much more drastic rule came 
within one vote of being adopted by 
the Committee, and he thought that it 
was to be regretted that that rule was 
not adopted. It was hardly necessary 
to argue that there should be a difference 
between a shareholder and a director. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Gentleman is referring, I believe, to the 
motion made by the hon. Member for 


South ‘Donegal. 


which the hon. Gentleman refers v 
such distinction was made. 


Colonel Lockwood. 


Western Railway Bill. 


MONS} 232 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he did not 
‘refer to the motion made by the hon, 
|Member for South Donegal, but to a 
| motion made by the hon. Member for Had. 
| dingtonshire. It was quite true that the 

more drastic rule did not draw a distine- 
' tion if a shareholder undertook to pilot a 
Bill through the House ; in that case he 
put himself in the same position as a 
director, and a distinction should not be 
made between a shareholder and a 
| director who undertook to pilot a Bill 
'through the House. The directors were 
the promoters of these Bills. The Bills 
_had to be submitted to the board of 
directors. [A Voice: And the share 
holders.] He submitted that such a 
remark was based upon a misconception : 
the Great Western Railway Company 
had 70,000 shareholders, and it was idle 
| to suggest that they were all responsible. 
When a Bill was submitted it came before 
| the board of directors, and the policy was 
considered by them, and if there was an 
‘important matter likely to raise oppo- 
sition in the House it was considered by 
| the board of directors, and the board of 
| directors alone, and to suggest that men 
_who had fully considered a Bill would 
come here as Members of Parliament and 
act purely and simply in the public 
interest was absurd. He did not think 
| that any man ought to put himself in a 
| position where his private interests con- 
flicted with his public duty. He would 
‘put it higher. He did not think a man 
ought to put himself in a position where 
his duty as trustee for a corporation 
conflicted with his duty as trustee for 
| his constituents. Hon. Members on the 


/Government side of the House had 
‘argued as if the motion imputed 
/sordid motives; that was not so. 


It was because the men against whom 
|the motion was made were honourable 
men, and they knew they had a duty to 
|their board, that this question was so 
difficult. If they had not been upright 
/men there would not be the same diffi 
|culty in the matter. In this particular 
case, the Bill introduced by the railway 
|company dispossessed working men. 
| That was a matter in which the public 
interest and the fiduciary interest of 


| : ; J 
| these directors were in conflict. All they 


In the drastic rule to! had to consider as directors was that it 


| . 
was necessary to dispossess these men 


and pull down their cottages in order that 
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their railway might be able to pass 
through the district ; but as Members of 
Parliament they had to consider what 
right they had to dispossess these poor 
people. They knew as directors that the 


building of other cottages would entail 


a much larger cost in extending the line, 
and that was the reason that no directors 
should place themselves in this position 
in the House of Commons. No solicitor 
could act for a railway company in this 
House He did not know if there were a 
Standing Order against it, but he did 
know it was the practice. A solicitor in 
this House. at the present time had given 
up a practice worth thousands a year 
upon entering the House of Commons ; 
but suppose he had given up his practice 
and become a director of a company, he 
could promote Bills, argue on them, 
lobby for them, go into the Committee 


for them, and, in short, do everything , 


that was necessary. In the case of a 
company Bill the solicitor was the 
servant of the directors, and he failed to 
see why an employer should be allowed to 
do that which his servant was precluded 
from doing. It was not only railway 
companies who were the delinquents ; 
the House was overrun with directors of 
various kinds. First it was a railway 
Bill, and then it was a water Bill, and 
then—— 


*\iIr. SPEAKER: Order. order ! 


the presence of directors in this House, 
not against their voting, which is the 
question before the House. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said if it was 
well known that the votes of directors 
would be disallowed he believed there 
would be fewer directors in the House. 


The predominant element in selecting | 


hon. Members as directors was not their 
knowledge of rolling stock, but that they 


were popular and respected Members of | 


this House, and those Gentlemen could 
not meet their colleagues on the board 


unless they did something, unless they | 
did their best in the interests of the, 


company. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Gentleman must confine himself to 


{30 Aprit 1901} 


The 


hon. Gentleman is now arguing against | 
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‘disallowed on the ground of personal 
pecuniary interest. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE | said he 
,would not pursue that subject any 
further. It was, however, very impor- 
tant that it should be made as difficult 
as possible for hon. Gentlemen to vote in 
regard to Bills in which they were pecu- 
niarily interested. These Bills were be- 
coming more and more important, and 
every year they came more into conflict 
with the public interest. It had been 
contended that these railway companies 
simply came to Parliament for powers 
to spend their own money. That really 
was a sophistry. They came for privi- 
leges and compulsory powers to dis- 
possess people of legal rights, and they 
asked Parliament to confer upon them 
valuable monopolies. It was, therefore. 
most essential that the House should 
be in a position to judge these matters 
impartially, without any suggestion of 
taint or of personal or private interest. 


Sir SAMUEL HOARE (Norwich) 
thought that many Members had not 
fully realised the position of the Bill 
in regard to which this discussion arose. 
The question was not one of very great 
importance; it rested with the director 
himself as to whether or not he thought 
it desirable to vote. The question with 
regard to the Bill was only whether 
it should go to a Committee upstairs, 
and he would remind the House that 
every precaution was taken that upon 
: such a Committee no men having any 
interest whatever in the Bill should sit. 
Each Member signed a paper stating 
that he had no interest whatever in the 
Bill. An hon. Member had said that 
the shareholders had no voice in regard 
to these Bills, but it was one of the 
duties of Committees upstairs to see 
that the shareholders had approved of 
the Bill, and, according to law, steps 
had to be taken that they should approve. 
The House might therefore rest assured 
that every precaution was taken tu 
prevent any private interest whatever 
imterfering with the carrying through 
Parliament of Bills of this character. 


Mr. HARWOOD (Bolton) emphasised 


| the fact that there was a great distinction 


the question whether the vote should be| between shareholders and _ directorse 
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The question before the House was 
one not of private corruption, but of 
official position. Many Members on 
both sides of the House who were share- 
holders in the company voted in the 
division on the Bill, but he did not 
suppose that one of those Members 


considered that fact in the vote he gave. | 


But what about the case of a director ? 
Did the House ever know of a director 
of a private company voting against 
a Bill promoted by his company? The 
objection was that directors of private 
companies were pledged by their official 
position ; they did not come to the 
consideration of the question with an 
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upon a Bill the House would do well 
to disallow the vote. 


Mr. BLAKE (Longford, 8.) said the 
_atmosphere downstairs was like the 
atmosphere upstairs. The same ip- 
fluences, suspicions, and difficulties in 
forming an accurate judgment existed 
in the House as in the Committees 
upstairs, and all they desired was that 
the same precautions which Parliament 
had thought fit to take with reference 
to the constitution of Committees up- 
stairs should be taken by the House 
in forming its judgment downstairs. 


Question put. 





open mind. In any 
Members could not give 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N. E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen, C. P. (Glouc., Stroud) | 
Ambrose, Robert 
Asher, Alexander 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herbert H. | 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Austin, Sir John 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 

Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
3urns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carvill, Patrick George H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Colville, John 

Craig, Robert Hunter 

Crean, Eugene 

Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 
Dewar,John A.(Inverness-sh.) | 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 


Mr. Harwood. 
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Donelan, Capt. A. 
Doogan, P. C 


| Dufly, William J. 


Duncan, J. Hastings 


| Dunn, Sir William 
| Edwards, Frank 
| Elibank, Master of 


Ellis, John Edward 


| Esmonde, Sir Thomas 


Evans,SirFrancisH(Maidstone 


_ Evans,Samuel T.(Glamorgan) 


Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 
Field, William 


| Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
| Flavin, Michael Joseph 
| Flynn, James Christopher 


Foster,Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Furnesss, Sir Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 


| Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
' Hammond, John 
| Hardie, J. K.(MerthyrTydvil) 


Harrington, Timothy 
Harwood, George 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter,Rt. Hon.Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. 
Hobhouse,C. E. H.(Bristol,E.) 
Holland, William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 


| Jacoby, James Alfred 
| Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 


Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 
Kay-Shuttleworth RtHnSirU 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kitson, Sir James 

Langley, Batty 


| Layland Barratt, Francis 
| Leamy, Edmund 


House 


divided :—Ayes, 202; 
(Division List No. 164.) 


Leng, Sir Jobn 
Levy, Maurice 
: Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
Lough, Thomas 
I sundon, W. 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Crae, George 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T. 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
| Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe- 
, Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mooney, John J. 
Morgan,J. Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Morley, Rt. Hn. John(Montrose- 
Morton, Edw..J.C.(Devonport): 
Moss, Samuel 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, J. 
Newnes, Sir George 
Nolan, Col. JohnP.(Galway,N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal(T’pper’'ry Mid: 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N. 
O’Connor,Jaines( Wicklow, W. 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Doherty, William 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’Dowd, John 
O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Kelly,James(Roscommon,N 
O’Malley, William 
O’Mara, James 





Partington, Oswald 
Panltnn, James Mellor 
Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 
Pickard, Benjamin 

Pirie, Duncan Y. 





Palmer,SirCharlesM(Durhann 
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Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 
Priestley, Arthur 
Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 
Redmond, JohnE. (Waterford) | 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid, Sir R. T. (Dumfries) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. } 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) | 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Russell, T. W. 

Schwann, Charles E. 

Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) | 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, Capt. John (Forfarsh. | 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, Sir John 

Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Anstruther, H. T. 

Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt.Hn. A.J.(Manch’r) 
Balfour, Capt. C. B.( Hornsey) 


| Smith, Samuel (Flint) 





Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W.(Leeds) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry,SirFrancis T. (Windsor) 
Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin 
Beach, RtHn. SirM. H. (Bristol) 
Beach, RtHn. W. W.B.( Hants. 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boustield, William Robert 
Bowles, T.Gibson (King’sLynn 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, A. H. (Shropshire) 
Brymer, William Ernest 

Bull, William James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell, RtHn.J A(Glasgow) | 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother | 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) | 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbys.) | 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 


Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | Gordon,MajEvans-(T’rH’mlts) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. | Gore, Hon. F. 8. 
Chamberlain,J. Austen(Wore’r | 
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| FitzGerald,SirKobertPenrose- 
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Soames, Arthur Wellesley 


' Suvares, Ernest J. 


Spencer, Rt HnCR(Northants. | 
Stevenson, Francis 3. 
Strachey, Edward 
Sullivan, Donal | 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke | 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel(Carmarthen, E. | 
Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) | 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merth’r) 
‘Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gow’r | 
Thomson, F. W. (York,W.R.) | 
Tomkinson, James | 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tully, Jasper 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton, John L. (Leeds, S.) 


NOES. 


Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Cochrane, Hun. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Charles R. 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow ) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) | 
Cox, Irwin Edward B. 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hoa. Henry 

Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalkeith. Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dewar,’ K.('‘T’rH’mlts,S. Geo. 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charies Scott | 
Dickson-P.uynder, Sir John P. 
Dimsdale,Sir Joseph Cocktield 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir Fred D. 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 
Doxford,SirWilliam Theodore | 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hn.SirWilliam Hart | 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.Sird(Mane’r | 
Fielden, Kdward Brocklehurst | 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 





Fitzroy, Hon. Edward A. 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Forster, Henry William 
Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hn.A.G. H(CityofLond. 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) 
Godson, SirAugustusFrederick 
Gordon, HnJ. E.(Elgin& Nairn) 





Ormsby- 


Gorst, Rt. Hon.Sir Jobn Eldon ! 
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Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas VourtenayT. 
Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick(Meath, North) 
Whiteley,George( York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, F. W. (Norfolk, Mid) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Woodhouse,SirJ T( Huddersf'd 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


| TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 


Mr. MacNeill and Mr. Bryn 
Roberts. 


Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Kobert 
Green, Walford D.(Wednesb'y) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Groves, James Grimble 
Gunter, Sir Robert 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Middx 
Hamilton, Marq. of(L’dnderry) 
Hardy, Laurence(Kent,Ashf'd) 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S$. 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Heath, ArthurHoward(Hanl’y 
Heath,James(Stattorus. N. W.) 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon- Hodge, RobertTrotter 
Hickman, sir Alired 
Higginbottom, 8. W. 

Hoare, Edw. B. (Hampstead) 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset ,E. 
Hope,J. F(Shettield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Horner, Frederick William 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, John (Kent, Faversh. 
Howard,J.(Midd.,Tottenham) 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawles 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Jolnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kennaway, Rt. Hen.SirJohnH 
Kenyon, Hon. G. 'T.(Denbigh) 
Kenyon, James (Lanes. , Bury) 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar 

Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, ArthurH(Hants, Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
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Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 


Loder,Gerald Walter Erskine | 


Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, RtHn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. F. (Lowestoft) 
Lueas, R. J. (Portsmouth) 
Macartney, RtHnW.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David: (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont, Col. J.(Antrim,E. 
M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W.) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey- Mainwaring, Hn. W.F 
Maxwell,Rt. HnSirH E( Wigt’n 
Maxwell, WJ H(Dumfriesshire 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, John T. 

Milton, Viscount 

Milward, Colonel Victor 
Mitchell, William 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon. J. 8. (Hants.) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 


More, Robt. Jasper (Shropsh.) | 


Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 


Morgan, Hn. Fred.(Monm’thsh | 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. | 


Morrison. James Archibald 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William Arthur 


Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. | 


Muntz, Philip A. 


Murray, RtHnAGraham(Bute 


Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Parker, Gilbert 
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Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Herbt. Pike(Darlington) 
Peel,Hn. Wm. Robt. Wellesley 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

Penn, John 

Perey, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 


| 


Pryce-Jones, Lt-Col. Edward | 


Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Randles, John S. 
Ratcliffe, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
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Remnant, James Farquharson 


Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley,Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. C. Thomson 
tobertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel W. 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 


Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- | 


Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Sandys, Lt.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir 8. (Marylebone, W. ) 
Seely, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 


Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, E. } | 


| Smith,H.C.(N’rth’b., Tyneside | 
| Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks. | 
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Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, E. (West Bromwich) 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lord ( Lanes.) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHn.J.G.(OxfdUniy, 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. E. Murray 


Tritton, Charles Ernest 


Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walrond, Rt. Hon. Sir W. H. 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Wason,JohnCathcart(Orkney 
Webb, Colonel WilliamGeorge 
Wharton, Rt, Hn. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton-u.-Lyne) 
Whitmore, Charles Alge:mon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, Rt HnJ Powell-(Birm 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A. S. (York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.(Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt Hn. E. R.( Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hn. George 
Young,Commander(Berks, E.) 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Boulnois and Mr. 
Cohen. 





Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL moved that 
the vote of the hon. Gentleman 
Sir William Houldsworth, Baronet, be 
disallowed. This was, in reality, a 
matter of the strictest principle, because 
the hon. Baronet was intensely respect- 
able. He was the ideal of respec- 
tability, and that was what made it 
much more dangerous. Having regard 
to the manner in which the Govern- 
ment had been wasting public time, 
he would be as brief as possible. He 
wished to draw public attention to the 
fact that this company had wasted 
entirely a whole Parliamentary day by 
this Bill. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 
is not relevant to the 
the House. 


Mr. SWIFT MaAcNEILL read the} 


Order of the Irish Local Government ' 


That 


motion before | 


Board prohibiting a county councillor 
from voting in any matter in which 
he was personally interested, and said 
that every vote which had been given 
upon this question had been a_ party 
vote, and although the Whips of the 
party had not acted, they had certainly 
voted in the lobby for the Bill, and 
brought their influence to bear in favour 
of the company. He thought the Oppo- 
sition had done a good day’s work in 
shaking the Unionist Government, and 
they had not been wasting time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Vote of Sir William Houlds- 


worth be disallowed.’—(Mr. Swift 
MacNeill.) 

Question put. 

The House divided :—Ayes, 195; 


Noes, 289. (Division List No. 165.) 
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Abraham, William(Cork,N. E. 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allen,CharlesP.(Glouc.Stroud 
Ambrose, Robert 

Asher, Alexander 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Austin, Sir John 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 

Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Boyle, James 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 





Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carvill, Patrick George H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Claney, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Cogill, Douglas Harry 
Coiville, John 

Craig, Robert Hunter 

Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry | 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) | 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Dewar, John A. (Invernes-sh.) | 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, John Edward 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas | 
Evans, Sir F. H. (Maidstone) | 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan | 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Field, William 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) | 
Fuller, J. M. F. 
Furness, Sir Christopher 


Acland-Hood, Capt.Sir A. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 


-Aird, Sir John | 


| M‘Kenna, Reginald 


| Morley, Rt. Hon. J.(Montrose | 


| Murphy, J. 


| O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 


| O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
| O’Brien, P. J. (ippeeesy N.) 


| O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
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Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hammond, John 
Harcourt,Kt. Hon.Sir William 
Hardie,J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil 
Harwood, George 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon.Sir ArthurD. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. 
Hobhouse, C. E. H.(Bristol,E. ) 
Holland, William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) | 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 
Kay-Shuttleworth, RtHnSirU. | 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Crae, George 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M'Fadden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T. 





Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan,J. Lloyd(Carmarthen) 


Morton, Edw.J.C.(Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 





| Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 


Nolan,Col.JohnP. (Galway,N. | 
| 


Norman, Henry 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 


O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid) | 


O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W. 
O'Doherty, William 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’Dowd, John 


NOES. 


Allsopp, Hon. George 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Anstruther, H. T. 
Archdale Edward Mervyn 
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O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O’ Kelly, James(Roscommon,N 
O’ Mara, James 
Palmer,SirChas.M .(Durham) 


| Partington, Oswald 


Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 
Pickard, Benjamin 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 
Priestley, Arthur ss 
Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, William (Clare) 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Reid,Sir RK. Threshie( Dumfries 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Russell, T. W. 

Schwann, Charles E. 

Scott, Charles P. (Leigh) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt Hn. C.R.(Northnts. 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas,A bel(Carmarthen,E. ) 
Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, Dav. Alfred(Merthyr 
Thomas,F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thomas, J. A. (Glam.,Gower) 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R. 
Tomkinsun, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tully, Jasper 

Waliace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas(CourtenayT. 
Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick(Meath, North) 
Whiteley,George( York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid 
Woodhouse,SirJd.T.( Hudd’fi’ld 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 


Mr. MacNeill and Mr. Bryn 
Roberts. 


x 


| — John Stanhope 


Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir Williain 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
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Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot Capt. Josceline FitzRoy | 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, ‘Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alex. 
Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Mane’r | 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt HuGerald W(Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, Sir F. T. (Windsor) 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen B. 
Beach,Rt. Hn.SirM. H.( Bristol 
Beavh, Rt. Hn. W. W.B.(Hants 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Big wood, “James 
Bill, Charles 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
Boscawen, Arthur Griflith- 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles, T.Gibson(King’sLynn 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hn. St. John 
Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, Alex. H. (Shropshire) 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bull, William James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Butcher, John George 
Campbell, Rt. Hn.J.A.(GI’sg’w 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
reatroneie¥y R. F. (N. Lanes. ) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbysh. ) 
Cecil, Eve elyn, (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Cc hamberlain, Rt.Hn.J. (Birm.) 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Charles R. 
Colston, Chas. Edw. Athole 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett,A.Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Cripps, C harles Alfred 
Cross, Herb. 8. (Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Cust, Henry John ( 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dalry mple, Sir Charles 
Davies,SirHoratioD(Chatham 
Die kinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poy nder, Sir John P. 
Digby, Jobn K. D. W ingtield- 
Dimsdale,Sir Joseph Cocktield 
Dixon- Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 
Doxtord,Sir WilliamTheodore 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. H. 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. SirJ.(Mane. | 


London and North 
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| Fielden, EdwardBrocklehurst | 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | 

| Fisher, William Hayes 

| Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy, HonEdwardAlgernon 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 
Forster, Henry William 
Garfit, William 


Western Railway Bill. 244 


Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

| Lueas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lueas, Reginald J. (Portsm’th 
Macartney, RtHnW.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liv erpvol) 
Maconochie, A .wW. 
M‘Calmont,Col. J.(Antrim,E. 


| M‘Iver, Sir ‘i (Edinburgh, Ww .) 


Gibbs, HnAGH.(CityofLondon | 


Gibbs, Hon. Vicary(St. Albans) 


Godson,SirAugustusFrederick | 


Gordon, Hn.J.E.(El 
Gordon,Maj Evans-(T’rH’ml’ts 
Gore, Hon. F. 8. Ormsby- 
Gorst, Rt. Hon.Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Green, Walford D( Wednesbury 
Greene, W. Raymond- (Cambs. 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Gunter, Sir Robert 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, RtHn. Ld.G(Midd’x 
Hamilton,Marq.of(L’donderry 


in& Nairn | 


M‘ Killop, J as. (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, Jataes A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring, HnW.F. 
Maxwell, Rt AnSirH.E(Wigt’n 
Maxwell, W.J.H. (Dumfriessh, 
Melv ille, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thomp-on, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, John T. 

Milton, Viscount 

Milward, Colonel Victor 
Mitchell, William 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hn..J. Seott (Hants) 
Moon, Robert J. (Shropshire) 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shrapshire) 
Morgan, DavidJ(Walthamst’w 


Morgan, Hn. F.(Monmouthsh. 


Hardy, Laurence(Kent,Ashf'd | 


Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Heath, Arthur Howard(Hanley 
Heath, James(Staffords.,N.W. 
Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert T. 
Higginbottom, 8. W. 


Hoare, -EdwBrodie( Hampstead | 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) | 


Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset,E. 
Hope, J. F.(Sheffield, Brights’de 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Horner, Frederick William 
Hoult, Jeseph 


Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH A. (Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mow bray, Sir aT Gray C. 
Muntz, Philip 

Murray, RtHn. AGraham (Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, Ww illiam Henry 
Newidigate, Francis Alexander 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Parker, Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Herbert P. (Darlington) 
Peel, Hn. Wm Robert Wellesley 


| Pemberton, John 8. G. 


Howard,John (Kent, Faversh. | 


Howard,J.(Midd., Tottenham) 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 


Jessel, ag Herbert Merton | 
| Pretyman, Ernest George 


Johnston, William (Belfast) 


Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) | 


Kennaway, Rt. Hn.SirJohn H. 


Kenyon, Hon. G. T.(Denbigh) | 


Kenyon, James (Lanes., Bury) 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, He rv 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, William F. 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, A H. (Hants., 
Lees, ‘Sir Elliott (B irkenhead ) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 


Long,Col. Charles W ‘bristol. S| | 


Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Bristol, 8. 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) | 


Fareham) | 


Penn, John 

Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint Robert 
Pilkington, Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 


Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Randles, John 8. 

Ratcliffe, KR. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 


| Remnant, James Farquharson 


Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Charles 1. 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robin-on, Brooke 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
snc aa John 

Sackviile, Col. 8S. G. Stopford- 
Samuel, Harry S$. (Limehouse) 
a ge iient.-Cl. Thos. Myles 
Scott, § Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
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Seely, Charles|Hilton(Lincoln) 
Seton-Karr, Henr 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, AbelH. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, HC(Forth’mb.Tyneside 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Ernest(W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ. M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 


Mr. SWIFT 





MacNEILL: = Mr. 
Speaker, I beg to direct your attention | 
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Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot,Rt.Hn.J.G (OxfdUniv | 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
fritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut..Col. Edward: 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walrond,Rt. Hn.SirWilliamH 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Wason, JohnCathcart(Orkney 
Webb, Colonel WilliamGeorge 
Welby,SirCharlesG.E. (Notts. 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. JohnLloyd 


| Whiteley,H.(Ashton-u.-Lyne) 
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Whitmore, Charles Algernon 


Petitions. 


| Williams, Col. R. (Dorset): 


Williams, RtHnJ Powell-(Bi’m 
Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wilson,A.Stanley( Yorks,E.R. 


| Wilson, John (Falkirk) 


Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm.H.(Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn.E. R.(Bath 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Young, Commander(Berks, E. ) 
Younger, William 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Boulnois and Mr. 
Cohen. 


CHEAP TRAINS BILL. 
Petition from Battersea, in favour ; 


to the fact that an hon. Member who | | to lie upon the Table. 


understood was Sir William 
worth voted in the “ No” lobby. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That is too vague a_ 


Houlds- 


COAL. 


Petitions against proposed Customs 


statement for me to take any notice of it. | Export Duty ; from Orgreave ; Elsecar ; 
Soothill Wood ; North Gawber ; Haigh 


I was one of the tellers in the ‘* No’’| Robin Hood 


lobby, and I can only say, Sir, that I did | Steetley ; 


not see Sir William Houldsworth in the | Bowers 
/Main ; Altofts Collieries ; 
|1);. Swinton ; 


“No” lobby. 


Sirk WILLIAM HOULDSWORTH | Hematite ; 


(Manchester, N.W.) : No, Sir, I certainly | Scholes ; 


Wharncliffe 
(No. 


Clayton 


Mr. BOULNOIS (Marylebone, E.):| Moor; East Gawber ; Allerton Main ; 


Shireoaks and 

Silkstone ; 
1); Wyke; Manvers 
Altofts (No. 
Wakefield; Barrow 
Hartshead and _ Clifton 
West ; Stanhope 


Colliery ; 


did not vote. | Silkstone ; Methley ; Tankersley ; Mor- 





‘ley Main ; 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: May [| 
apologise to the right hon. Baronet ? | 
I mistook him for someone else. | 
eal laughter.] I consider that a most | 
ample and absolute apology is due to him, | 
and I beg to tender it. 


PETITIONS. 


AGRICULTURAL RATES ACT, 1896. 
Petition from Bury, in favour of re- 
enactment ; to lie upon the Table. 


BEER BILL. 


Petition from Bury, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


CHARITY COMMISSION SCHEMES. 

Petition of Thomas Allen, for power of 
Appeal against Dismissal for Head and 
Assistant Teachers; to lie upon the 


[Ironi-' market 





Table. 


J Peckfield ; Manvers Main ; 
Ackton Hall; Cadeby Main;  Loft- 
house Colliery; Crigglestone; New- 
Silkstone; East Ardsley ; 
Bruntcliffe ; Grange ; Batley (No. 1); 


Nunnery (No. 1) Collieries ; Round- 
|wood; Pontefract; South Kirby ; 


| Allerton Silkstone ; Treeton ; Rocking- 
ham; Smithy Wood and Drift ; Cor- 


tonwood; Mirfield; Haigh; Mirfield 


'and Ravensthorpe ; Middleton ; Tong ; 


Jordon; Old Thorncliffe ; West Ard- 
sley; Barnsley Main; Ossett Round- 
wood ; Wombwell Main ; Low Laithes ; 


Darfield Main; Strafford Main ; 
Woolley ; Rothwell; Ryhill ; Skelman- 
thorpe; Rotherham Main (No. 2); 
Halton; Low Stubbin (No. 2); 
Houghton Main; Wakefield Main ; 
Netherton; Bowling; Sharlston ; 
Featherstone ; | Woothorpe Carlton 


Main ; Heckmondwike Coal Company ; 
Waverley ; Wheldale ; Waterloo Main ; 
Leeds Central; Hickleton Main ; 
Thornhill ; Dewsbury ; Aldwarke (No. 
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2); North Staveley; Garforth; Mit- | MINE (EIGHT HOURS) BILL 

chell Main; Primrose Main; Monk) Petitions, in favour, from Glynea ; 
Bretton; Grimethorpe; Millbridge ;| Aspatria; Crynant; Merthyr; Lant- 
Fryston ; Silkstone (two) ; Car House ;| wit ; Woodthorpe ; and Cardiff : to lie 
Denaby Main; Wharncliffe; Gaw-| upon the Table. 

thorpe ; Glasshoughton ; Hemsworth ; | 

Birley (No. 2); Hightown; Aldwarke | PARLIAMENTARY FRANCHISE. 
Main ; Greasbro’ ; Good Hope Branch ;| Petition from Birkenhead, for exten- 
Denby Grange ; Wortley and Farnley ; | sion to women ; to lie upon the Table. 
Nunnery ; Methley; Monckton Main ; | 

Sneydale ; Bowers; Lepton; Kippax; SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
Low Stubbin; Rockingham; Birley | SUNDAY BILL. 

(No. 1); Foxholes; Whitwood Mere;' Petitions, in favour, from Carlisle ; 
Wharncliffe Woodmore ; Snydale (No.|Small Heath; West Kirby (two); 
2); Tinsley Park; Scholes; Church | Hitchin ; Sheftield ; Uplowman ; Chat- 
Lane; Fence; Thrybergh Hall; St.' ham; Whaddon; Porton; Salisbury ; 
John’s, Newland; Wath Main; and Todmorden; Chapeltown; Newbury ; 
Chickenley Heath; to lie upon the / Handsworth; Plaistow Green; Chel- 


Table. ‘tenham; Penrith; Henshaw; and 
| Little Hungerford; to lie upon the 
COAL MINES (EMPLOYMENT) BILL. | Table. 
Petitions, in favour, from Wood- | «15: Ov INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
thorpe ; and Aspatria Collieries ; to lie | CHILDREN BILL. 
upon the Table. | Petitions against, from Kiddermin- 


ELEMENTARY EDUCATION (HIGHER ister; and Loughborough ; to lie upon 
GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUA. the Table. 


TION SCHOOLS). | Petitions, in favour, from Seacombe 
Petition from Manchester, for altera- | (two); Wirral; Garston; Birkenhead 
tion of law ; to lie upon the Table. (six); Garstang; Dunfermline; Dart- 
/mouth (two); Reading; Sheffield 
FRANCHISE AND REMOVAL OF | (three); Westminster; Burnham; 
WOMEN’S DISABILITIES BILL. |Aberporth (two); Mountsorrel ; Brix- 
Petition from Battersea, in favour ;| ham; Rock Ferry; Leeds; and Fal- 
to lie upon the Table. 'mouth ; to lie upon the Table. 


HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES | SITE VALUES (LONDON) RATING BILL 
(REPAYMENT OF LOANS) BILL. Petition from Tynemouth, in favour ; 
Petition from Norwich, in favour ; to | to lie upon the Table. ee 


lie upon the Table. ‘ 
WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACT (1897} 
| AMENDMENT BILL 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ ae : : 
jie oor | Petition from Battersea, in favour ; 


Petition from Cardiff, in favour; to ie uoupon the Table. 


lie upon the Table. | 
CIVIL LIST. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) ACT! Committee to consider of the Acts 
(1894) AMENDMENT BILL. | relating to the Civil List— 
Petition of Scottish Poor Law Medical | 
Officers’ Association, in favour ; to lie | G 
upon the Table. bes 


‘hat so much of His Majesty’s Most 
acious Speech to both Houses of 
| Parliament, at the opening of the Session, 
as relates to the Civil List, and His 
MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE'S | Majesty’s Most Gracious Message of the 
SISTER BILL 5th day of March, relating to Grants to 
Petitions against, from West Ken-|Her Majesty the Queen and Members 
sington ; Liverpool (two); Ampthill ;| of His Majesty’s Family, be referred to 
and Bolton ; to lie upon the Table. the said Committee. 
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249 Message from 


That the Report which, upon the 28th 
day of March, was made from the Select 
Committee, to whom several Papers 
relative to the Expenditure of the Civil 
List were referred, be referred to 
the Committee, upon Thursday.—(Sir 
William Walrond.) 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 





BOARD OF AGRICULTURE \AGRICUL- 
TURAL RETURNS). 

Copy presented,of Agricultural Returns 
for Great Britain, with Statistics for the 
United Kingdom, British Possessions, 
and Foreign Countries for 1900 [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


PENAL SERVITUDE ACTS (CONDITION AL 
LICENCE). 

Copy presented of Licence granted 
Lucy Jane Symons, a convict under 
detention in Aylesbury Prison, permit- 
ting her to be at large on condition that 
she enter the St. John the Baptist’s 
Home, 8.W. [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


METROPOLITAN POLICE. 
Accounts presented, of the Metro- 
politan Police, and the Police Pension 
Funds for the year ended 31st March, 
1901 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and 
to be printed. [No. 144.] 


GOVERNMENT INSURANCES AND 
ANNUITIES. 

Account presented, of all moneys 
received and of the disposal thereof, and 
of all contracts for the grant of Deferred 
Life Annuities and for Payments on Death 
made during the year 1900 [by Act]; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 145.] 


COLONIAL REPORTS (ANNUAL). 

Copy presented, of Report No. 319 
(Christmas Island, Report for 1900) [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 

Copy presented, of Report No. 320 
(British Solomon Islands, Report for 
1899-1900) [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


GOLD COAST. 
Copy presented, of Laws and Regula- 
tions affecting Lands and Mines and the 
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Labour of Natives, 1901 [by Command] ; 
to_lie upon the Table. 

EAST INDIA (INCOME AND 
EXPENDITURE). 

Return presented, relative thereto 
[Address 29th April ; Sir Henry Fowler] ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 146.} 


EAST INDIA (RAILWAYS AND 
IRRIGATION WORKS). 
Return presented, relative thereto 


[Address 29th April; Mr. Price]; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 147.! - 


PAPERS LAID UPON THE TABLE BY 
THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 

1. Public Records (Admiralty).—-Copy 
of Seventh Schedule containing a List 
and Particulars of Classes of Documents 
which have been removed from the 
Office of the Commissioners for executing 
the office of Lord High Admiral of the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Ireland, and deposited in the Public 
Record Office, but are not considered 
of sufficient public value to justify their 
preservation therein [by Act]. 

2. Public Records (Supreme Court of 
Judicature).—Copy of Schedule contain- 
ing a List and Particulars of Classes of 
Documents existing or accruing in the 
Central Office and in the District Regis- 
tries, which are not considered of sufficient 
public value to justify their preservation 
in the Public Record Office [by Act]. 


WARS IN SOUTH AFRICA AND CHINA 
(COST AND EXPENDITURE). 
Return ordered, ‘‘ of estimated cost of 
Wars in South Africa and China, show- 
ing how the expenditure is to be met.” — 
(Mr. Sydney Buzton.) 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


PRESENCE OF THE SOVEREIGN IN 
PARLIAMENT. 


That they propose that the Joint 
Committee appointed to consider the 
accommodation available in the House 
of Lords when the Sovereign is personally 
present in Parliament, and the advisa- 
bility of substituting Westminster Hall 
on such an occasion for the House of 
Lords, do meet in Committee Room A 
on Friday, at three o’clock. 
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ISOLATION HOSPITALS BILL. 

Reported, with Amendments from the 
Standing Committee on Law, ete. 

Report to lie upon the Table, and to 
printed. [No. 148.] 

Minutes of Proceedings of the Standing 
Committee to be printed. [No. 148.] 

Bill, as amended (in the Standing 
Committee), to be taken into considera- 
tion upon Thursday, and to be printed. 
| Bill 152. ] 





QUESTIONS. 


SOUTH AFRICA—ADMINISTRATION OF 
ANNEXED TERRITORIES. 

Mr. BLACK (Banffshire) : I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether it is proposed to lay before the 
House the scheme of civil administration 
proposed by Sir Alfred Milner before it is 
brought into operation; if so, can he 
state when it may be expected that the 
scheme will be laid upon the Table, and 
will opportunity be given for its dis- 
cussion. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): The scheme of 
civil administration will be evolved 


gradually, as experience is gained of the 
requirements of the different depart- 
ments. Consequently I do not anticipate 
that it will be possible, on any given date, 
to lay a complete scheme upon the 
Table of the House. The principles on 
which civil administration will be based, 
and some of the more important appoint- 
ments which have already been made 
have already been communicated to 
Parliament in the parliamentary Paper 
Cd. 547 (pages 1 and 16). 


Mr. BLACK: Arising out of that 
question, am I to understand we are to 
have no opportunity whatever of dis- 
cussing this scheme ! 


{COMMONS} 


} 
' 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: No, Sir, 
certainly not. 

Mr. BLACK : No opportunity ? 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: — Hon. ' 
Members are no* to understand that 
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they will have no opportunity. The hon, 
Member will find plenty of opportunity, 


Mr. BLACK: I beg to ask the Seere- 
tary of State for the Colonies whether 
in the scheme for civil administration 
it is proposed to have two separate legis- 
lative councils, one for the Transvaal and 
another for the Orange River Colony, and 
in what language the orders of these 
councils will be promulgated. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The answer 
to the first question is in the affirmative, 
As to the second point, nothing has yet 
been decided, but I am in communication 
with Sir A. Milner as to the precise 
practice to be followed. 


Mr. JOHN DEWAR (Inverness): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether in any scheme of judicial 
administration for the Transvaal and 
Orange River Colonies care will be taken 
that Scottish Law Agents in general are 
declared eligible to be admitted as at- 
torneys in the new colonies, in the same 
way that Writers to the Signet and 
solicitors in the Supreme Court are 
already admitted. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I have 
already referred the matter to Sir A. 
Milner for his consideration. 


PLAGUE IN SOUTH AFRICA. 

Sik WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies if he can state 
the places in Cape Colony and Natal, 
outside the district of Cape Town, in 
which cases of plague have occurred 
within the knowledge of the Colonial 
Office. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The bulle- 
tins which have been published show 
that, besides a few cases imported into 
adjacent districtsfrom the Cape Peninsula, 
there have been in the Cape Colony one 
ease at Hermon Camp, one case at Port 
Elizabeth, and an outbreak at Somerset 
West. No outbreak of plague in Natal 
has been reported. 


BOER PRISON ERS—INTERMENT IN 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for India whether 
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he has any information showing Ahmed- } 


nagar to be an unhealthy station for 
European troops, and that troops sta- 
tioned there have suffered from enteric 
fever ; and, if so, will the captured Boer 
prisoners be deported to some more 
healthy part of India. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 


INDIA (Lord G. HAmILton, Middlesex, | 


Ealing): The Viceroy reports to me as 
follows :— 


‘‘ There is no foundation for rumours about 
unhealthiness of Ahmednagar. The rate of 
admission to hospital per thousand is actually 
less than that of Kasauli, Ranikhet, and 
Dalhousie, all of which are hill stations occu- 
pied by British troops; and is approximately 
the same as in Poona and Umballa, where 
British troops are stationed throughout the 
summer.” 


In these cireumstances I see no reason 

for altering the arrangements which 

have been made. 

PEACE NEG@TIATIONS WITH GENERAL 
BOTHA. 


Mr. BLACK: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War whether any des- 


patch has been received from Lord | 


Kitchener, in response to his request, 
giving the reasons which General Botha 
alluded to as not surprising to Lord 
Kitchener of the Boer non-acceptance 
of Lord Kitchener's terms ; if so, will he 
lay this despatch upon the Table ? 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Guildford) : No, Sir. 


Mr. BLACK: May I ask whether 
Lord Kitchener has declined to comply 
with the right hon. Gentleman’s request 
for such a despatch ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: No, Sir; we 
have heard nothing whatever from Lord 
Kitchener with regard to the matter. 


RECENT DESPATCHES. 

Mr. BLACK : I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War whether a despatch 
has been received from the Commander- 
in-Chief in South Africa narrating the 
operations in the field since 15th Novem- 
ber, 1900 ; if so, to what date the narra- 
tive extends, and whether this despatch 
will now be published. 
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Mr. BRODRICK: Lord Kitchener 
has sent a despatch, dated 8th March, 
which I am laying on the Table. 


NUMBER OF TROOPS ENGAGED IN 
THE WAR. 


Mr. FULLER (Wiltshire, Westbury) : 


I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 


War whether he can state the number 
of Imperial troops in South Africa at the 
commencement of the Boer war; the 
number of troops since raised and en- 
listed in South Africa ; and the number 
of troops of all branches of the Service 
that have been sent to South Africa from 
this country, India, and the colonies 
since the commencement of the war. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord Stan ey, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton): The hon. 
Member will find all the information he 
requires in a Return of the Military 
Forces in South Africa, presented to 
Parliament in March. A further Return 
will shortly be presented. 


MILITIA EQUIPMENT. 

Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether he is aware that the 
equipment of some Militia regiments is 
out of date and much worn, not even 
being of one pattern for the whole 
battalion in some cases, and whether he 
will see that they are properly provided 
with good equipment. 


Lorp STANLEY: I am aware that 
some Militia battalions have equipment 
which is not of the latest pattern in some 
respects. The commanding officer is 
responsible that the equipment is service- 
able in all respects. If he considers any 
part unserviceable he would report it. 
[ am not prepared to authorise the heavy 
cost of equipping all the battalions with 
the latest pattern so long as their equip- 
ment is serviceable. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: It 
an officer reports the equipment as 
unserviceable, will he get a fresh one ? 


Lorp STANLEY : He certainly ought 
to if it can be proved that it is unservice- 
able. 
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AMMUNITION FOR VOLUNTEERS. _ Lorp STANLEY: No new pattern 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): | | of rifle has been adopted. The officer 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for War | commanding a Militia battalion is re- 
if he will state at what price cartridges | sponsible for seeing that arms which 
are now supplied to Volunteers who | have become unserviceable are replaced. 
purchase them for practice purposes, and 
is it proposed to increase the number| Mr. COURTENAY WARNER: Per- 
of cartridges supplied free of charge to | haps the word “ unserviceable ”’ goes too 
each Volunteer. |far. I want to know if the weapons 

Lorp STANLEY : In Infantry Volun- | which are partly worn out are being 
teer corps tenrounds per enrolled member | '¢Placed, as the shooting of the men 
yd be purchased at the reduced price , 'S affected. 
of £4 per 1,000, any further supplies ' rs . oe 
being purchased at the rate of sar Lord STANLEY : If the shooting is 


1,000. Ninety rounds are allowed free | affected the weapon is defective, and 


per annum for each Infantry Volunteer | should be replaced. 


as before. 
ROYAL GARRISON REGIMENT. 
PAY. /to ask the Secretary of State for War 


Mr. ORMSBY-GORE (Lincolnshire, | whether accommodation or separation 


Gainsborough) : I beg to ask the Secre- allowance will have to be provided for 


tary of State for War whether, in view | over 2,000 women and children belonging 


of the fact that three months arrears of |t0 the Ist Battalion | a Garrison 

pay are still due to troopers of the | Regiment, which is goingo Gibraltar, 

Canadian Mounted Rifles who have | #24 is 650 strong. 

returned to Canada from South Africa,,; Lorp STANLEY: The first battalion 

he can state when these arrears will be | is going to Malta. The second battalion, 

made good. _ which is going to Gibraltar, has, according 
Lorp STANLEY : In all cases of men | the latest information, sixty-seven 

——e age with unadjusted balances | oe oe Gia Seay esr pee hoi 

ay due ixty . 2 -fiv s avails 
of fey aie to then, siaty-one Gaye pay. lat Gibraltar for these families. The 


or £5, whichever is the greater, is issued | h W] ge 
to them, and where the claims exceed | °tMers will have separation allowance. 


these amounts, and where there is any | 
corroborative evidence available, four- YOUNG SOLDIERS. 

fifths of the amount claimed are issued.| Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: I beg 
It is very difficult while the war is still | to ask the Secretary of State for War 
proceeding to clear up the numerous | whether he can say what are the numbers 
accounts, but the general officer com- | of the men of less than two years service 
manding the lines of communications | serving in the battalions and batteries 
has been instructed to make every en- | raised last year. 

deavour to facilitate the adjustment of | 

accounts in South Africa. I have no} Lorp STANLEY : The numbers are 
knowledge of the cases referred to in the | 9,429. 

question. 


' TROPICAL FORTRESSES—SUBSTITU- 
MILITIA RIFLES. TION OF INDIAN FOR BRITISH 
Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- | get ond 
fordshire, Lichfield): I beg to ask the| Mk. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: I beg 
Secretary of State for War whether he | +0 ask the Secretary of State for War 
can state when the Militia will have the | whether he can state which are the 
new rifle issued to them ; and if regi-| tropical fortresses at which it is proposed 
ments of Militia having worn-out | by his Army organisation scheme to sub- 
rifles will be provided with new ones | stitute Indian regiments for British ones. 
before their annual musketry practice) Mr. BRODRICK: Indian troops will 
takes place. be quartered at Hong Kong, Singapore, 
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and Mauritius, but not to the exclusion of | 


British troops. 
! 


MARK IV. BULLETS. | 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War, seeing that many of the | 
fifty million defective Mark IV. bullets 
were made by private contractors, will 
he state the total sum which was paid to | 
them for this work. 


Lorp STANLEY: No, Sir. As I 
have previously explained to the hon. 
Member, I cannot do so without giving 
considerable unnecessary trouble to the 
department concerned. 


Mr. WEIR: Could not the information 
be obtained from the books at the War | 
Office in two or three minutes 2? 


[No answer was returned. ] 


| yet been sanctioned. 
the line would be 360 miles, and the cost 
| has been estimated at 3.240.000 tens of 


Mr. WEIR: [ shall raise this question 
on the Estimates. 


ROYAL NAVAL RESERVE—SURGEONS. | 
CapTaIn JESSEL (St. Pancras, 8.): I 
heg to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty | 
if he will explain why the privilege of 
serving in the Royal Naval Reserve is 
denied to medical practitioners, and 
whether, in view of the duties which the 
surgeons of the Royal Navy would have | 
to uridertake in time of war, he will con- 
sider the desirability of forming a medical 

branch of the Royal Naval Reserve. 


THE SECRETARY To THE ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. ARNOLD-Forstrr, Belfast, 
W.): This question has been under the 
consideration of the Admiralty on several 
occasions, but it has not been thought 
desirable to form a medical branch of the | 
Royal Naval Reserve. Emergencies will | 
be met by the entry of surgeons for tem- 
porary service, for which special regula- 
tions have been drawn up and circu- 
lated through all the universities and | 
medical schools. 
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statement for the year ending 31st March; 
has sanction been given to the construc- 
tion of a broad-gauge line to complete 
through communication between Bombay 
and Karachi, and at what point from or 
near Ahmedabad is such railway to start 
on the route through the Rann of Kutch 
and the districts of Thur-Parkar; and 
what will be the length of such new line 





and the total cost in tens of rupees. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: (1) Assuming 
the question to relate to the year ending 
31st March, 1902, the answer is: for rail- 
ways, 6.506.400 tens of rupees ; water, 


| storage and irrigetion (not shown sepa- 


rately), 1.128.000 tens of rupees. 
(2) A broad-gauge line has been pro- 
jected from Viramgam, on the Bombay, 


Baroda, and Central India Railway, 
through the Rann of Kutch to Hydera 


bad, in Sind, but its construction has not 
(3) The length of 


rupees. 


COOPER’S HILL COLLEGE. 

Sir WILLIAM ANSON (Oxford Uni- 
versity): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether it is proposed to 
carry out the recommendations made by 
the Board of Visitors of Cooper's Hill 
College in their Report on the re- 
certain professors, that 
in the case of Mr. M‘Leod every con- 
sideration should be shown him in the 
matter of his retiring pension, and that 


| in the case of Mr. Hearson the amount of 
| his retiring allowance should be increased. 


Mr. O’MARA (Kilkenny, S.): May 1 
ask the noble Lord which of the two con- 
tradictory Reports of the Boardof Visitors 
this question refers to, and which of the 


two contradictory Reports will be carried 


out. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: I think that 


‘if the hon. Gentleman opposite had paid 


_a little more attention to the two Reports 


INDIA—PUBLIC WORKS EXPEN- 


DITURE. 

Sir JOHN LENG (Dundee): I beg to | 
ask the Secretary of State for India what | 
are the amounts, in tens of rupees, of 
capital expenditure on railways, water | 
storage, and irrigation allocated for these 
purposes respectively in the financial 


| contradictory. 


‘amount possible under 
: Regulations. 





he would see that they are in no sense 
With regard to the ques- 
tion asked by my hon. friend, I have to 
say that the Council of India are con- 


| sidering Mr. M‘Leod’s retiring allowance, 


the desire being to give him the full 
Civil Service 
Mr. Hearson has a pension 
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from the Admiralty in addition to that 
proposed for his service at Cooper’s Hill 
College. I doubt, therefore, if any 
increase will be sanctioned to the amount 
already approved. 


MOROCCO-—-FRENCH MILITARY 
OPERATIONS. 

*Mr. NORMAN (Wolverhampton, 8.) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether any com- 
munications have passed between His 
Majesty's Government and other Govern- 
ments with regard to the movements of 
French troops in and towards the do- 
minions of the Sultan of Morocco, and 
whether he can give the House any 
information upon the subject. 


*THeE UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE For FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
(Viscount CRANPORNE, Rochester): His 
Majesty’s Government have received no 
information that French troops have 
entered the dominions of the Sultan of 
Morocco. It has, on the contrary, been 


stated more than once by the French | 


Government that the recent operations 
on the eastern frontier of Morocco have 
been undertaken, not from any hostility 
to that country, but in order to prevent 
the recurrence of attacks from the nomad 
tribes which infest its borders. 


COAL DUTY DRAWBACKS. 

Sir CHARLES PALMER (Durham, 
Jarrow): I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor 
of the Exchequer whether he has received 
the promised statements from the ex- 
porters of coal under contract on which 
they claim drawback during the present 


financial year, and what is the estimated | 


quantity and probable amount of such 
rebate. 


*Tne CHANCELLOR or tHe EX-! 


CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Bracu, Bristol, 
W.): The Board of Customs have re- 
ceived a large number of contracts from 
exporters of coal, and a large staff is now 
engaged in examining them. I can give 
no estimate at present. 


COAL CONTRACTS—PROFITS, 
Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr Tydvil) : 
1 beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, in reference to the instruction 
to coal contractors seeking remission of 


{COMMONS}: 
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the new duty that they must disclose 
and prove their margin of profits, 
whether, in numerous instances, mer- 
chants committed to c.i.f. sales have not 
covered for coal or freight, and that, in 
the case of colliery owners selling forward 
|f.o.b., the margin of profit will depend 
/on the cost of production of the coal 
when raised ; whether he is aware that 
there are several cases on record at Car- 
diff and other coal ports during recent 
years when the anticipation of profit by 
the merchant in speculative saies has not 
been realised, but where actual loss has 
resulted ; and if, in order to assist con- 
tractors who are not covered in arriving 
at their margin of profits, he will indicate 
| what the course of the market and the 
poeve of production will be during the 
currency of their contracts. 





*Sm M. HICKS BEACH: It was not 
/intended to ask coal contractors to dis- 
close their profits, which are necessarily 
problematical ; and no apprehension 
need be entertained that anyone will be 
required to prove things that are still a 
| matter of speculation. 


COAL EXPORT STATISTICS. 

Mr. D. A. THOMAS: I beg to ask 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer if he 
can say approximately what proportions 
of the exports of coal consist of bitumi- 
nous, semi-bituminous, and anthracite 
coal respectively, and how much of the 
| steam coal is what is known as smoke- 
| less ; and what proportions are for navi- 
| gation, gas-making, locomotion, house- 
| hold, manufacturing, and smithy pur- 
| poses respectively. 


*Sm M. HICKS BEACH: I cannot 
give all the details asked for nor for the 
whole country. But of the total quantity 
| of coal exported from Neweastle, North 
and South Shields, Blyth, Sunderland, 
Hartlepool, Cardiff, Swansea, and New- 
| port, which was, in round numbers, in 
| 1900, thirty-one and a half million tons, 
| approximately twenty-two and a quarter 
million tons was steam coal, and six 
and a half million tons gas coal; the 
small balance would mainly be for house- 
hold and smithy purposes. 











COAL DUTY BONDS—STAMP DUTY. 
Mr. D. A. THOMAS: I beg to ask 
|Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer if a 
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bond has to be signed for two shillings | 


per ton and the stamp duty on the bond 
paid in the case of bunkers which are not 
chargeable with the coal duty; if so, 
on what ground ; and will he consider 
the advisability of discontinuing the 
practice of demanding a bond in this 
case. 

*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: Under the 
standing regulations that have long been 
in force, bonds, in the penalty of double 
the duty involved, are required, on the 


shipment of dutiable articles, for use on | 


board vessels proceeding on a foreign | 
yoyage, the condition being that the | 


goods so shipped shall be used on board. 
Coal being now liable to an export duty, 
the same rule as to bonds has been 
adopted, in order to minimise the risk to 
the revenue by the landing at a foreign 
port of coal shipped for bunkering pur- 
poses only. The bonds are liable to the 
usual ad ralorem stamp duty under the 
Stamp Act, 1891. Moreover, a single 
general bond may be given, by which 
the necessitv for an ordinary bond and 
payment of stamp duty on each transac- 
tion will be avoided. 


JAPANESE EXPORTS OF COAL. 

Mr. D. A. THOMAS: I beg to ask 
the President of the Board of Trade if 
he will give the exports of coal from 
Japan to British India, China, and 
Hong Kong for the years 1891, 1895, 
1899, and 1900 respectively. 

THe PRESIDENT or tHE BOARD 


or TRADE (Mr. GeRALD  BALFour, 
Leeds, Central): In 1900 the export of 


| whether he is 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The ex- 
ports of coal from the United Kingdom 
to the continent of India in 1895 were 
805,247 tons. The corresponding figures 
for 1899 and 1900, as stated in the 
Return recently laid on the Table of the 
House on the motion of the hon. Member, 
were 432,890 tons and 100,049 tons. 
I am not prepared to say to what extent 
the variations shown have been produced 
by the competition of Indian and 
Japanese coal. 


Questions. 


AMERICAN TONNAGE DUES. 
Sir CHRISTOPHER FURNESS 
(Hartlepool): I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade 


aware that vessels 


| entering the ports of the United States 


{ 


of America from certain European 
countries, for example, Holland and 
Denmark, are exempt from tonnage 
dues, whereas tonnage dues are charged 
upon British vessels entering United 
States ports, upon the ground that light 
dues are charged by the British Govern- 
ment upon American vesseis which 
enter British ports ; and whether, seeing 
how few American vessels enter British 
ports as compared with the number of 
British vessels which enter United States 
ports, His Majesty’s Government will 
make representations to the Govern- 
ment of the United States, with a view 


to an alteration of the law or practice 


of the United States of America being 


|made, so that British vessels may no 


coal from Japan to British India was | 


316,746 tons ; to China, 826,053 tons ; 
and to Hong Kong, 826,162 tons. In 
1899 the corresponding figures were 
295,197 tons, 949,051 tons, and 660,207 
tons. I am unable to state the corre- 
sponding figures for 1891 and 1895. 


BRITISH COAL EXPORTS TO INDIA. 

Mr. D. A. THOMAS: I beg to ask 
the President of the Board of Trade if 
he can give the exports of coal from this 
country to the continent of India in the 
years 1895, 1899, and 1900 respectively ; 
and can he say to what extent the varia- 
tions shown have been produced by the 


longer be at a disadvantage in United. 
States ports as compared with those of 
other European countries. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Vessels 
from British ports entering the ports of 


‘the United States of America have to 
pay certain tonnage dues because light 
'dues are charged upon American vessels 


entering ports in the United Kingdom. 
The point raised in the second para- 
graph of the question is one more for the 
Foreign Office than for the Board of 
Trade. 


WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACT, 
1897.—PENDLETON COLLIERIES. 


Mr. TAYLOR (Lancashire, Radcliffe) : 


; I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 


competition of Indian and Japanese the Home Department if his attention 
coal. 


has been called to the recent ballot that 
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has been taken by the miners employed 


at Messrs. A. Knowles and Company’s | 


collieries at Pendlebury and Pendleton 


on the question of contracting out of | 


the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 
1897 ; whether he is aware that on the 
Act coming into force the Registrar- 
General certified a scheme of contracting 
out, and that the men have been dis- 
satsified ever since the scheme was certi- 
fied ; 
miners have expressed by ballot their 
wish to be placed under the provisions 
of the Compensation Act, and less than 
300 were in favour of contracting out ; 
and whether he will make inquiries 
with a view of giving effect to the wishes 
of the majority of workmen employed 
at those collieries. 

*Toe SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE’ HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Ritcutr, Croydon): I have received no 
representations on this subject from 
the miners, but since the hon. Member 
gave notice of his question I have made 
inquiries, and am informed that at a 
recent ballot of a section of the workers 
at these collieries a majority voted against 
the scheme which was certified in 1898 
by the Chief Registrar of Friendly 
Societies. The Compensation Act, how- 
ever, provides, in cases where the work- 
men are dissatisfied with the working 
of any scheme, for an appeal to the 
Chief Registrar, and it appears to me 
that the proper course for them to take 
in the present instance is to ask him to 
examine into their complaint. 


YSTALYFERA IRON AND TIN PLATE 
WORKS. 

Mr. BELL (Derby): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether his attention has been | 
called to the dismissal of William Gurrier, 
of Ystalyfera, by his employer, Mr. J. 
Newton, of the Ystalyfera Iron and Tin 
Plate Works ; whether he is aware that 
such dismissal is because the man refused 
to inform his employer whom he intended 
to vote for at the district council election, | 
and what action he proposes to take in | 
the matter. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I have no information | 
with regard to this matter, and it is not 
one which concerns my Department or 
in which I can take any action. 


{COMMONS} 


if he is aware that over 1,500 ' 


' nearly six months have elapsed since the 
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FACTORY RETURNS. 

Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment when the Annual Returns, under 


Section 34 of the Act of 1895, and also 


the half-yearly Returns of the Out- 
workers, under Section 42 of the same 
Act, will be published. 


I beg also to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department when the 
Annual Return will be published, or- 
dered by Section 34 of the Act of 1895, 


and omitted from the Factory Inspector's 


Report for 1899, and promised in reply 
of the Home Secretary on the 3lst 


‘July, 1900. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: If the hon. Member 
will permit me, I will aaswer his two 
questions together. It was intended 
to publish the Fourth and Fifth Annual 
Returns of persons employed in the Chief 
Inspector's Report for 1900; but, in 
order to hasten the publication of that 
Report, the Chief Inspector has decided 
to omit them and to publish them sepa- 
rately. They will be taken in hand as 
soon as the Chief Inspector’s Report for 
1900 is completed. It has not been 
usual to publish any analysis of the out- 
workers’ lists, but this was done once— 
in the Report for 1899. I will consider 
whether it would be useful to have it 
done in the present year. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): When does the 
right hon. Gentleman expect to be able 
to publish the first part ot the Report ! 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I should not like to 
make any promise ; I am doing all I can 
to push it on. 


TELEGRAPH OFFICE—MEAL 
RELIEFS. 
Mr. CREMER (Shoreditch. Hagger- 


ston): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 


CENTRAL 


| Treasury, as representing the Post- 


master General, whether, in October, 
1900, some new duties were instituted 
at the Central Telegraph Office, London : 
whether a petition was sent to the Post- 
master General complaining of the cha- 
racter of the duties, and asking for meal 
reliefs ; and whether he is aware that 
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petition was forwarded to the Post- 
master Genera', and if he can now state 
when an answer will be given to the men. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
tue TREASURY (Mr. Austen CHAM- 
BERLAIN, Worcestershire, E.): A re- 
arrangement of some of the duties at the 
Central Telegraph Office was made in 
the latter part of last year, and a petition 
was sent to the Postmaster General upon 
the subject, asking for supper reliefs. 
The matter is still under consideration, 
and a decision will shortly be given. 


INGROW SUB-POST OFFICE ROBBERY. 

Mr. BELL: I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury, as representing the 
Postmaster General, whether he is aware 
that a burglary occurred at the sub-post 
office at Ingrow, near Keighley, Yorks, 
on the 11th January ; that stamps and 
other articles to the value of some £30 
were stolen; and that the then sub- 
postmaster is being compelled, on threat 
of legal proceedings, to make good the 
amount to the Post Office Employees 
Mutual Guarantee Association, Limited ; 
whether this has his sanction, and 
whether it was laid down by the Post- 
master General in office when the Guar- 
antee Association was founded that 
cases of burglary should be so dealt 
with, and whether, in connection with 
such cases, he is prepared to move in the 
direction of adopting some system which 
will not involve innocent men in the 


{30 APRIL 1901} 





service of the Post Office in financial 
ruin in the event of a burglary. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The | 
Postmaster General was not satisfied | 
that the loss of post office property at the | 
Ingrow office was due to burglary, and 
the late sub-postmaster was therefore 
called upon to make good the amount. 
He stated that he was unable to do so, and 
his sureties paid it in the ordinary course. 
The Postmaster General cannot inter- 
fere in regard to any steps which the 
sureties may take to recover the amount 
from the late sub-postmaster. 


CUSTOMS OFFICERS’ GRIEVANCES. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) : 
[ beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
will he explain why, of the three classes 
of the Customs Department, one, the 
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waterguards, is compelled to work eight 
hours each Sunday without receiving 
any pay, whilst the landing officers get 
12s. for every two hours worked on Sun- 
days ; and will he cause an inquiry to be 
made, so as to put the remuneration on a 
more equal basis. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
character of the various duties of the 
waterguard renders it imperative to have 
officers in attendance on the arrival and 
departure of vessels at uncetain periods, 
and it is therefore a condition of the 
waterguard service that such duties have 
to be performed at any hour of the day or 
night or on any day, including Sunday. 
Candidates for appointment as boatmen 
are informed in the printed particulars 
issued that their hours of employment 
extend over Sundays, whenever required, 
and that the extent of such Sunday 
employment varies according to local 
conditions. No overtime is allowed, and 
the men join the department on that 
understanding. The liability of clerical 
and landing officers to employment on 
Sundays is not part of their conditions of 
service, and is comparatively rare. Such 
attendance is usually given at the special 
request of the shipowners, etc., who pay 
the overtime. 


CUSTOMS WATERGUARD OFFICERS. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury what was 
the result of the inquiry promised by 
his predecessor in office in May, 1900, into 


| the case made out for an increase in salary 


to the waterguard officers of the Customs 
Department; will he explain why, 
without giving any reasons, the claim of 
the men for an increase in grade was 
dismissed; and can he hold out any 
hope for an early reversal of this decis‘on. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : An 
allowance for travelling and subsistence 
was authorised to boatmen employed 
at distant stations in London between 
midnight and five a.m., and the supply 
of light serge jackets for summer wear 
was sanctioned for boatmen generally 
where the Boardof Customs may consider 
it desirable. No reason is seen for making 
any otherchange in the various conditions 
of service affecting the class. It is not 
proposed to reopen the question. 
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JICH FERRY, INVERNESS- |; oro; ; 
LOCH DUICH ae’ INVERNESS- jj oreign trawlers, of each nationality, 


Mr. JOHN DEWAR: I beg to ask the 
Lord Advocate whether the Congested 
Districts Board have yet considered the 
expediency of providing a grant for the 
construction of a road between Glenelg 
and Ardnitoul (Loch Duich Ferry), 
Inverness-shire ; and, if so, will he state 
the decision arrived at. 


*THe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GrRaHAM Murray, Buteshire): I am 
informed bythe Congested Districts Board 
that no application has been received for 
the road referred to, and that any appli- 
cation should be made to them through 
the statutory road authority. If, how- 
ever, the hon. Member refers to Ard- 
nitoul path, I am informed that this has 
been put forward after two others by the 
local authority for construction out of 
the Congested Districts Board’s grant, 
and will go on, if there is money enough, 
after 1 and 2 schemes are completed. 








INVERNESS-SHIRE MAILS—GLENELG 
PIER. 

Mr. JOHN DEWAR: I beg to ask | 
the Lord Advocate whether the Secretary | 
for Scotland is aware that in the winter | 
months is sometimes happens that the | 
mails cannot be landed at Glenelg, 
Inverness-shire, owing to its being im- 
practicable to send out a boat to meet 
the mail steamer in stormy weather ; 
and can he ascertain whether a site for a 
pier at Glenelg was surveyed some years 
ago, and an estimate of cost obtained, 
and, in view of the proposed mail steamer 
service from Mallaig, will the Congested 
Districts Board consider the expediency 
of arranging for the construction of the 
proposed pier. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I am} 
informed by the Congested Districts 
Board that in January, 1898, Mr. Baillie 
sent an application from the inhabitants 
of Glenelg for a pier. The usual schedule 
as regards the estimated cost was for- 
warded to him by the Board, but no reply 
has ever been received. 


ILLEGAL TRAWLING IN MORAY 
FIRTH. 


*Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate if he will state how many 





were observed by the Fishery Board 
cruisers illegally fishing in the Moray 
Firth during the year ending 31st 
December, 1900. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I am 
informed by the Fishery Board that one 
Norwegian and three Dutch trawlers 
were observed by their cruisers illegally 
fishing in the Moray Firth during the 
year 1900, and the master was convicted 
and fined in each case. 


AVOCH HARBOUR, ROSS-SHIRE. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate, in view of the loss sustained 
by the fishermen of Avoch, Ross-shire, in 
consequence of the unsatisfactory condi- 
tion of the harbour, will the Fishery 
Board take steps to procure an estimate 
of the cost of placing the harbour in a 
state of repair approximating to its 
original design. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I am 
informed by the Fishery Board that the 
only application for aid received by them 
is one for improving the existing harbour, 
and the cost involved, as estimated by a 
reliable engineer, is £2,860. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate, having regard to the fact that 
the Fishery Board negotiated with the 
parish minister of Avoch, Ross-shire, 
relative to Avoch Harbour, will he say 
whether the minister acted on his own 
behalf ; and if not, will he say on whose 
behalf he acted ; and will he state the 
nature of the negotiations, and at what 
stage they had arrived when they were 
arrested, 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I am 
informed by the Fishery Board that, so 
far as they are aware, the parish minister 
of Avoch was acting on behalf of the 
fishermen of the locality and of Mr. 
Fletcher, of Rosehaugh. The negotia- 
tions consisted of discussing plans and 
estimates, and of applying for a grant 
towards a scheme adopted by the appli- 
cants, involving an expenditure of 
£2,860, towards which Mr. Fletcher 
generously promised to advance one- 
fourth. The negotiations are, I believe, 
awaiting the return of Mr. Fletcher to 
this country. 
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DEATH CERTIFICATES IN SCOTLAND. |} Mr. WYNDHAM: I have made the 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord | fullest inquiry. 





Advocate, having regard to the fact that | 


in the Western Highlands and Islands of | 
Scotland a number of interments take | 
place without the production of a medical | 
certificate of death, will he state what | 
steps it is proposed to take to remedy this 
state of affairs. 

*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: A> 
medical certificate of death is not a! 
necessary condition of burial in any part 
of Scotland. No action could be taken 
in the matter without legislation, which 
it is not at present proposed to undertake. 


CATTLE TRANSIT ON IRISH RAILWAYS. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin. St. Patrick): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been directed to a case 
recently heard at Ennis Petty Sessions, 
respecting the delay and damage to 
eattle in transit ; whether he is aware. 
that the cattle were crowded in wagons | 
all night without food or water, and 
that the case was dismissed on its merits ; 
whether he will ask the Department of 
Agriculture in Ireland to inquire into 
and report upon the constant complaint | 
of consignors regarding the treatment | 
and delay of live stock in transit ; and 
whether the claim of carrying com- 
panies to detain and deliver live stock 
as may suit their convenience will be 
permitted to continue. 

Tae CHIEF SECRETARY For IRE- | 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): It is 
the practice of the Department to inquire 
into complaints of the nature men- 
tioned in the second paragraph. The 
Department has no information as to 
the claim of the carrying companies 
in respect of detention and delivery of | 
live stock. But it has no general power 
to regulate the traffic arrangements of 
railway companies. When an_ infringe- 
ment of any ‘ega! provisions coming | 
within its jurisdiction in respect of the 
transit of stock is brought under notice 
it is prepared to take up the matter, 


against the company or person in 
default. 
Mr. FIELD: Has the right hon. | 


Gentleman made any inquiry into the 
matter? He has not answered my 
question at all. 


VOL. XCIII. = [Fowrrn Series. ] 


OGILBY ESTATE, CO. TYRONE. 
Mr. MURNAGHAN (Tyrone, Mid): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he can 


'state whether the rental of the holdings 


on the Ogilby estate, in the county of 
Tyrone, has been finally settled ; if the 
request for its sale to the tenants 
has been issued to the Land Commis- 
sioners under the fortieth section of the 


| Act of 1896 ; and if not, can he explain 


the cause of the delay. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: A large number 
of claims for turbary have been filed 
by the tenants, and until these have 
been disposed of there canygot be a settle- 
ment of the rental. The matter is at 
present the subject of negotiations 
between the solicitors on both sides. 
Heavy costs both to the tenants and 
the estate would be incurred if the 
claims were brought before the land 
judge to be disposed of. 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, S.): 
Are not the delays in this court due to 
the insufficiency of the staff ? 

Mr. WYNDHAM: Evidently in this 
case the delay was due to the negotiations 
between the solicitors before the case 
reached the Commissioners. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: But has not 
the judge stated in open court that delay 
is due to an isnufficient staff ? 


[No answer was returned. ] 


DISTURBANCES AT LETTERKENNY. 
THE Marquess oF HAMILTON (Lon- 


'donderry): I beg to ask the Chief Secre- 
‘tary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 


if the perpetrators of the recent attack 
made on a Church Lads’ Brigade at 
Letterkenny, County Donegal, on Thurs- 
day, 18th April, have been yet brought 
to justice; and, if not, can he explain 
why they have not been apprehended ; 
and will he state what protection will 
be given in the future to prevent a 
recurrence of such attacks. 


Mr. M‘FADDEN (Donegal, E.): Is it 
not the fact that a similar attack on a 


r 


K 
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Roman Catholic convent occurred in| expended on outdoor relief in Listowel 
Letterkenny only a few days ago, and | Union, it being £380 more than the com- 
that both outrages were the work of | bined expenditure in Tralee and Dingle 
corner boys, and were denounced by all | Unions, and slightly in excess of the 
respectable inhabitants ? combined ag hea wes? same 
aa “ purpose in Killarney, Dingle, and Ken- 
Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir; I regret ae Unions, though aa the other 
to say that, owing to the suddenness | districts are comparatively poorer than 
of the night attack, which took place Listowel ; and whether he proposes to 
on the 16th April, the offenders were | take any steps to place some check on 
not identified, and they have not SINCE | the expenditure in the Listowel Union. 
been traced, in spite of the best efforts | 
of the police. The police will use every! *\fp FLAVIN: Can the aht Wi 
endeavour to prevent a repetition of the Gentleman say how much of this £380 
offence. ‘are the landlord friends of the hon. 


Mr. MFADDEN : Arising out of the Member paying in North Kerry ? 
question, may [ ask whether any *Mp. SPEAKER : Order Order! 


Members of the Lads’ Brigade were, 
seriously injured ? Mr. WYNDHAM: The Inspector of 
Mr. WYNDHAM: That does not | the Local Government Board has called 
arise out of the question. | the attention of the Listowel Guardians 
| to the excessive expenditure on outdoor 
BELFAST VALUATION. relief, with the result that the relief lists 
Tibneeagly es 2 ,- ,| have been revised and a_ reduction 

Mr. FIELD: [ beg to ask the Chief’ 6) dered. 

Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 

Ireland will he explain why, seeing, *Mr. FLAVIN: Is the right hon. 


that the first list of Griffith’s Valuation , Gentleman aware that the Member for 
for Belfast in the year 1860 was printed | North Fermanagh is looking for a more 
and published by the Government in friendly constituency than his own ? 

one volume, which could be obtained 
by the ratepayers, that precedent has not | 


been followed on the present occasion . 
of a new valuation, and will he order ARDAGH BURIAL GROUND. 


the publication in a similar way of the. Mr. J. P. FARRELL : I beg to ask the 
present valuation lists for that city. ene eon oa Sd = Lord —— 
ee. ’ : of Ireland whether he is aware that, in 
Mr. WYNDHAM: To have printed consequence of the Order of the Local 
the lists would have involved a year’s’ Government Board for Ireland in chang- 
delay, and would have entailed consider- ing the area of charge for Ardagh burial 
able expense without compensating ad- | ground from a dispensary district into a 
vantages. If the lists are to be printed, | qnion charge and excluding the urban 
it should be after the appeals are heard. | gistrict of Longford, the provisions of an 
Mr. FIELD: Then how are the Order confirmed by Parliament to pro- 
vide a new burial ground at Ardagh 
have not been carried into effect ; and 
whether, in view of the effect of this 
exemption of urban districts on the 
Mr. WYNDHAM: The lists are open | relations between the bodies in Ireland, 
for inspection, and ample steps have he will direct the Local Government 
been taken to ensure publicity. | Board to re-issue the Order including 
| the urban district and fixing the area to 

OUT RELI - iHE LISTOW EL be the Longford dispensary district. 


[No answer was returned. | 


people whose valuations have been | 
enormously raised to know it has been | 
done ? 


Mr. ARCHDALE (Fermanagh, N.):| Mr. WYNDHAM: I understand that 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the| the delay in providing the new burial 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether his, ground at Ardagh is chiefly due to the 
attention has been called to the sum} alteration in the area of charge, to which 
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the district council takes exception. annum for each officer on the list ; 
But, as I explained last Friday, that whether some of the officials have been 
alteration is not consequent on any receiving medical aid for years under the 
action of the Local Government Board, Medical Charities Acts, to which aid they 
but on the terms of the Local Government | were not entitled; and will he cause 
Act of 1898. I am therefore unable to | further inquiries to be made into all the 
comply with the request in the second circumstances, and appoint a medical 
paragraph of the question. officer to Fermoy post office. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: Is the right) Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: It 
hon. Gentleman aware he has promisedto!is not, in the Postmaster General’s 
look into the matter in connection with | opinion, advisable to state the specific 
the area of charge under the new Pro- reasons which led him to believe that it 
visional Order ? | was not desirable to appoint, as medical 


Mn, WENDHAM : 1 am quite aware | officer at Fermoy, either of the candidates 


: : who in the first instance applied for the 
of what I have said on the subject. | post. Both of these candidates were 


_ willing to accept the appointment under 
the ordinary conditions. A _ suitable 
i candidate has now offered himself, and 

Mr. DELANY (Queen s County, | will be appointed. The Postmaster 
Ossory) : I beg to ask the Chief Secretary (General is not aware that any post office 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland geryants at F ermoy have received, under 


whether, when introducing the pro- the Medical Charities Act, aid to which 
mised ad interim Purchase Bill for they were not entitled.* 
5 


county Wexford, he will consider the | . 
advisability of including therein a pro-| Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM : Is it not 
vision to compel the landlords of Queen’s' a matter of fact that during thirteen 
County to come to terms of purchase years the post office employees at Fermoy 
with their tenants, so that the £160,000 have been receiving medical aid from one 
stock available under the existing Land of the gentlemen who has applied for the 
Purchase Acts for that county may be | position of medical officer to the post 
utilised. | office? #i* te Hie oe BB 3 

Mr. WYNDHAM : No. Sir Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: It 

pais _ gic Ste ‘must be obvious to the hon. Member 

Mr. DELANY: Will the right hon. | that I cannot answer that question 
Gentleman not use pressure ? | ' without notice. 

| 


LAND PURCHASE IN QUEEN’S 
COUNTY. 


* aul 
. 
: 


[No answer was returned. | FISHGUARD AND ROSSLARE 


RAILWAY. 

FERMOY POST OFFICE—MEDICAL Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM: I beg 
OFFICERSHIP. to ask the Secretary to the Treasury if he 

Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Cork | will state when the term for the comple- 


County, N.E.) : I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury, as representing the 
Postmaster General, whether he can now 
state the precise disqualifications of the 
candidates who applied for the post of 
medical officer to the post office at 
Fermoy in June last ; and if the medical 
gentlemen who so applied accepted the 
conditions of appointment required by 
the Postmaster General, namely, to give 
attendance and medicine to all the em- 
ployees residing within a three-mile 


tion of the Fishguard and Rosslare Rail- 
way expires, and whether he is aware 
that no steps have been taken by the 
company for the construction of the 
direct section between Fermoy and Cork ; 
and if he will make representations to the 
company with regard to their under- 
taking in this matter. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
term fixed for the completion of the new 
works by the Act of 1898 was August, 
1903. This was extended to August, 





radius (except the postmaster), the! 1904, by the Act of 1899 as regards the 
authorised remuneration being a capita-| Fermoy and Cork line. I believe that no 
tion allowance at the rate of 8s. 6d. per steps have as yet been taken for the con- 


— 
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struction of that line. I am in com-! checked. I have seen in the report the 
munication with the Irish Government | statements mentioned. I agree that the 
and the company on the subject. loan fund system is in a most unsatis- 

factory condition, but cannot undertake 

IRISH POSTAL STAFFS—RELIGIOUS | to introduce a measure on the subject 

BELIEFS. | this session. 

Mr. CREAN (Cork, 8.E.): Ibeg to r 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as| Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): Seeing 
representing the Postmaster General, if| that the board has been begging for 
he will state the respective number of | legislation since 1853, cannot the right 
Protestants and Roman Catholics em- | hon, Gentleman give a promise that a 
ployed in the different surveyor staffs of | Bill shall be introduced next session Uy 
the Post Office in Ireland, according to | ceteris wt. des 
their districts, and what is the system | Mr. ATKINSON : No, Sir. 
for filling such positions. | It being seven of the clock, the ques- 

ne - tions remaining unanswered stood over 

Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The | ti) Thursday —thy 
Postmaster General has no knowledge as | ‘ 
to the religious beliefs of members of the | sili 
Post Office surveying staff or other | 2 EE Se ee eae 
servants of the Department. The sur- | EVENING SITTING. 





veying staff is recruited either by the | — 
selection of persons already in the service | IRISH RAILWAY RATES AND 
of the Department who have shown the | CHARGES. 


requisite qualifications, or by the appoint-- *Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, 8.) rose 
ment through open competition of candi- | to call attention to the subject of Irish 


dates from outside the service. | railways, and to move, “That the 
present Railway Rates and Charges 
IRISH LOAN FUND BOARD. |in Ireland constitute an_ intolerable 


Mr. JAMES O’CONNOR (Wicklow, | grievance to the Irish people, and that 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to, measures should be adopted this session 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether | for the remedy thereof either by amalga- 
he has observed in the last report of the | mation of the management under State 
Loan Fund Board of Ireland that during | control, or by State purchase of Irish 
the year 1900 the expenditure of the | Railways, so as to reduce the tariffs, and 
board exceeded its income by £430; can , further to increase facility of transit by 
he state the cause of the excessive ex- Utilising and developing the waterways, 
penditure, and has he seen in the report | and canalising certain rivers in Ire- 
the statement that the lapse of a series of | land,” said: This subject is one of 
years without efficient general loan | great importance to the country we 
fund legislation tends to perpetuate | represent. There can be no doubt that 
abuses which the Board are powerless to | the commercial and social prosperity 
eheck except by withdrawing the certifi- and progress of any country are greatly 
eate of each offending loan fund society ; | affected by the nature and extent of the 
and whether he proposes to introduce “?Tying powers which the country 


fegislation that would prevent the prac- , POSSeSSes. In Ireland the carrying 
tices referred to. | powers are the railway companies, and 


these have been granted to them by this 

THe ATTORNEY GENERAL For House. Therefore it is but right that 
JRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, London- this House should now and again, any- 
derry, N.): At the request of my right | way, have something to say as to the 
hon. friend, I will reply to this question. manner in which they carry out these 
The reply to the first paragraph is in the | powers. As the representatives of the 
affirmative. The excess is due to the, people from whom they derive their 
fact that, pending the passing of the Act | powers, it is essential that an examina- 
ef last session, the sale of forms to the , tion should be made by us as to the 
several societies—the main source of! manner in which the railway companies 
imeome of the Board—was greatly) carry out the promises which they make 


\ 
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to Parliament when they get these great | these towns at a cheaper rate than 
powers and privileges. Now, in Ireland|to towns half the distance, where 
we contend that the railway companies | there is no competition. That is a point 
do not serve the public in the manner | that ought to be regulated by the Board 
which they professed they intended to | of Trade. But one of the greatest hard- 
do when they came before this House for | ships from which the country has to suffer 
these powers. We have in Ireland, ex-| is that these railways give a preference 
elusive of the light railways, seventeen | to goods coming from foreign countries 
railway companies, and we hold that they | over the produce of Ireland, or even 
are worked extravagantly, that much of | different districts of Ireland. Goods 
the revenue derived from the public is; coming from England, Europe, and 
devoted to the payment of huge numbers | America are sent through Ireland at 
of directors and general managers. | a cheaper rate than goods produced in 
These companies in Ireland possess no | Ireland itself. Now, certainly one of the 
fewer than 135 directors, all of them | first essentials of railways, after protect- 
deriving large salaries—most of them, |ing the interests of the shareholders, 
anyway—or fees, which are of course should be to develop the country in which 
extracted from the general public who | they are situated. When England grabs 
use these lines. » Now, the total length a new country the first thing she does 
of the Irish Railways is about 3,000 | is to start a railway for the purpose of 
miles, and for their management there | developing the country ; but the Irish rail- 
are 135 directors; while in England | ways give a preference to through rates 
one company alone—the Great Western | from cther countries. In going long 
—has a mileage of close on 2,500 miles distances from one part of Ireland to 
with only nineteen directors. That one | another there may be some chance of 
fact alone, of course, shows that there through rates, but for intermediate dis- 
must be extravagance in the working. | tances the people have to pay as much 
Another great hardship on the public , as the long-distance travellers ; and it is 
who use these lines is that there are so | the same with the freights for goods. | 
many different companies. There are | think there ought to be some regulations 
many points of contact where different made by this House, or by some railway 
lines meet, and practically at all these authority, by which the same treatment 
places there is great friction in regard should be meted out to all portions of the 
to both goods and passengers. ‘Travel-, country; and that there should be a 
lers by one line often find themselves regular mileage rate, without any pre- 
arriving too late at a junction to catch ference to foreigners or long-distance 
the train on the other line. So great is| people. Everybody in the country com- 
the rivalry and jealousy between the | plains of the high railway rates in Ireland 
companies that the trains of the one will as compared with other countries. The 
not wait on the trains of the other for rates in Ireland are 20 per cent. per 
evena minute. Indeed, the only punctual mile more than those in England or 
time kept is the time of starting: so that Scotland. That is a matter to which I 
travellers have often to take a whole day | would claim the attention of the Irish 
to go a comparatively short distance. Government. In neither rates nor fares 
I know myself of a case between Mul- | has any progress whatever been made ir: 
lingar and Enniskillen—a distance of | Irish railway management since railways 
between fifty-five and fifty-six miles.) were first started in the country. In 
You have to travel over the lines of two | fact, the only progress made has been in 
companies, and you can never do the adding to the mileage, though even 
double journey and transact a little there the progress has not been sufficient. 
business in one day, although there isa) The case against the Irish railway com- 
great deal of trade between the two- panies has been brought before the House 
towns. over and over again, before Royal Com- 
‘Another evil is the existence of missions, and Select Committees. There 
preferential rates for both passengers | may be differences of opinion as to the 
and goods to towns where lines meet, methods of improvement. Many of us 
and where there is, therefore, competi- think that the ideal way of dealing with 
tion. Goods are sent from Dublin to the question would be the State purchase 
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of the railways, although some of my | 
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colleagues are doubtful as to that method | 


under existing circumstances. Because 
they believe that the State purchase of 
the railways should be carried out by an 
Irish Government. This is one of the 
drawbacks we suffer from our connection 
with this country. There can scarcely 
be a doubt but that if there was in Ireland 


a Parliament representing and legislating | 


for the people of Ireland, one of the first 
things that Parliament would do would 
be to nationalise the railways—as has 
happened in other countries—without 
any injustice being inflicted on those who 
had put their money into the railways. 
The State ow nership. of railways has been 
profitable and successful in Belgium, 
and that system was recommended to be 
adopted in Ireland as far back as 1868. 
This matter has been the subject of inves- 
tigation from time to time since railways 
were started in Ireland, and Royal Com- 
missions have reported on it. The Royal 


there should be greater State control 
than at present exists. Upon that point 
there could not possibly be any difference 
of opinion. 


sibly might not like State control, but I 
think the interests of the shareholders 
would not suffer if there was a more 
up-to-date method forced upon the 
directors. 

During the proceedings of the Irish 
Financial Relations Commission a very 
interesting proposal was made by Mr. 
Challoner Smith, the President of the 
Institute of Engineers in Ireland. Mr. 
Challoner Smith, who is an expert in 
railway work, preferred the proposal 
which he made to State ownership. 
His proposal was that there should be 
something in the nature of a Commission 
to look after the working of the railways 
without interference at all with the 
management by directors. He wished 
to unify the working of them, and make 
them work as one company. He further 
proposed that the rates and fares of the 
railways in Ireland should be reduced 
at one fell stroke by 50 per cent., and he 
endeavoured to show from experience 
that the effect of the reduction would be 
such an increase in the traffic as to more 
than counterbalance the effect of the re- 
duction. He also suggested that, as of 


Mr. Hayden. 
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might be given. 
_be some increased expenses in working 
: sa : . | the increased traffic, 
Commission of 1868 recommended that | 


Those interested in the com- | 
panies.—directors and shareholders—-pos- | 
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course the shareholders would not be 
prepared to take so great a risk at once, 
it was the duty of the State to offer 
to guarantee to the shareholders any 
loss that might accrue from such redue- 
tion of rates and fares. He was able to 
show that, even supposing that the 
State had to pay something upon the 
guarantee, from the result of working 
such a system elsewhere at the moment, 
that the guarantee would be a diminish- 
ing quantity, and that at the very most, 
supposing there was no absolute increase 
whatever in the traffic of the country at 
the reduced fares and rates, which could 
not be the case, the total loss would only 
be £1,250.000. He showed pretty con- 
clusively that the result would be that 
traffic, both passenger and goods, would 
at once double in amount, and that would 
almost wipe out any guarantee that 
There would, of course, 


but I would com- 
mend the suggestion of Mr. Challoner 
Smith to the Chief Secretary of Ireland, 
and I think it is one worthy of the con- 
sideration of the right hon. Gentleman. 
Two years ago this House thought it 
necessary to include in an Act, called the 
Agricultural and Technical Instruction 
Act, some clauses relating to the railways 
of Ireland. Sections 5 and 17 of that Act 
gave certain authority to the Agricul- 
tural Department which was to be set 
up in Ireland. Section 5 gave the Depart- 
ment authority to make inquiry as 
to agricultural and rural industries, and 
how they could be benefited, having 
especial regard to the carrying arrange- 
ments of Ireland ; Section 17 gave the 
Agricultural Department authority to 
appear before the Board of Trade and 
the Railway Commission as_ plaintiffs. 
These clauses were resisted very strongly 
and very bitterly at the time by the rail- 
way interests in the House, but they 
were carried ; but though that Act had 
been for a considerable time in operation 
there had been no results. The Depart- 
ment has done nothing, but I do not 
think that is the fault of the Department. 
A few days ago I asked a question upon 
this subject, I asked whether the Depart- 
ment had applied to the Treasury for 
any money. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Chief Secretary declined to answer 
the question, and from that I am in- 
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dined to think the Department did apply 
to the Treasury for money, and their 
application was not listened to, and that 
these clauses of that Act are not operat- 
ing in the country because there is no 


money, and the Agricultural Depart- | 
ment is consequently unable to give the | 
country any little advantage that may be | 
derived from this Act, passed a few years | 


ago by this House. 


About twelve months ago one of the | 
most representative and important Irish | 
deputations which ever waited on any | 


Department waited on the Vice-President 


of the Department in this House, and | 


asked him to have a Viceregal Com- 


mission appointed to examine into the. 
That deputation consisted of | 
every Irish Member in the House, and | 
leading counsel and business men, in- | 
cluding the Lord Mayors of Dublin and | 
Belfast and other towns, and a number | 


question. 


of Irish peers, and Mr. Plunket, the 
Vice-President, gave a most sympathetic 
reply. 
thetic replies. 


be thankful for the change upon the 


part of the Government. 


Ireland, asked the Chief Secretary 
whether he would recommend the ap- 


pointment of a Viceregal Commission, | 
and the answer of the right hon. Gentle- | 


man was that it would be premature to 
appoint a Commission until it was seen 
how the clauses of the new Act worked. 
That was in the middle of May last year. 


A year has gone by, and we find that | 


those clauses have not worked at all, 


because, as we say, the Government have | 
deliberately kept back the means of | 
working from the Agricultural Depart- | 


ment, which has charge of them. 

This is a very serious matter. No one | 
will assert that the railways are giving | 
the satisfaction that they ought, and few | 
will defend the extravagant method of, 
working the lines, and by which men with | 
very little experience of railways are. 
appointed directors, simply because they | 
are country gentlemen. Originally the | 
idea of the companies in selecting these 
gentlemen as directors was because of 
their influence on grand juries, to which 
the companies had to go for sanction | 
when they had to pass over roads and so | 
forth in various parts of the country. ' 


{30 ApriL 1901} 


We are accustomed to sympa- | 
That is all we are able to | 
obtain, although, perhaps, we ought to. 


A little while | 
aiterwards an hon. Member, representing | 
one of the northern constituencies of 
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| Everybody knows that these gentlemen 
| were made directors because of their. 
| influence on the grand juries. The grand 
juries no longer control the country, but 
,it is hard to get rid of the old system in a 
moment. Business men should be 
appointed. There are not five business 
men among the whole 135 railway 
directors in Ireland. A few months 
ago a series of articles appeared in 
one of the London papers, entitled 
“ Fifty Years of Irish Railway Work- 
ing,’ and as an instance of method 
|and progress it was stated that in fifty 
years the time of the train from Galway 
to Dublin had been accelerated by five 
minutes, whilst the fares had been 
increased 20 percent. I think if no other 
fact than that could be deduced, it would 
be sufficient to justify this House in 
interfering in the railway management of 
Ireland, and | would strongly impress 
upon the Irish Government the necessity 
of either interfering or of giving the 
Agricultural Department the means of 
putting into force the clauses of the 
Agricultural Act. 

The request put forward by the 
representative deputation to which I 
have allnded was the appointment of 
some board, such as a _ permanent 
railway commission, to exercise control 
over the companies, and try and 
make them work as_ one _ service, 
and destroy that friction which exists, 
and, above all, to abolish all those pre- 
ferential rates, especially those giving 
preference to the foreigners over native 
producers. I will not trouble the House 
further, as the time is limited, and as I 
' think it is scarcely necessary, considering 
the long history of this question and the 
way it has been dealt with over and over 
again by Royal Commissions, the Reports 
‘that have been brought in, and the 
recommendations which have been made 
and have never been acted on. I there- 
fore beg to move the motion standing in 
my name. 


{ 


Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.) said he 
felt great pleasure in seconding the 
motion of his hon. friend. He did not 
propose to inflict upon the House a mass 
of detail in connection with the motion, 


‘although there would be no difficulty in 


his producing fact after fact and Report 
after Report showing how bad the whole 
system of railway management was in 
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Ireland; how unjust the rates and 
charges of every description were, and 
what little attention was paid by railway 
companies in Ireland to doing anything 
on the ground that it would convenience 
the public or develop the resources of the 
country. But he did not propose to do 
so, for the simple reason that it was a 
generally admitted fact that Irish rail- 
ways were animated solely by a desire 
to make profit for themselves, and 
it never occurred to them to do 
anything merely because it would result 
in advantage tothe people, who, after 
all, should have the controlling power 
in the regulation of matters of such im- 
portance to the prosperity of a country. 
He would, however, illustrate by a few 
facts the present position of affairs, 
and he believed that when he had done 
so it would be clear enough to all who 
wished to see that in this matter of rail- 
way and canal traffic in Ireland there 
was a great and crying grievance which 
called for an immediate remedy. It was 
# question which belonged to no class 
or condition of the people of Ireland. 
It was one that touched all. On the 
one side they had the directors and 
salaried officials, who. of course, were 
quite satisfied with things as they were. 
On the other, they had the people, north 
and south and everywhere, asking with 
one voice for relief from a system that 
was crushing out the very life of Ireland 
by reason of the way in which it was 
maintained and conducted. Truly, if 
Nature hated monopolies, it was reason- 
able that the Irish people should hate 
railway companies. From beginning 
to end they were one horrid. dreadful 
monopoly. Their every effort was to 
crush out all competition. If a canal 
or alternative route were present any- 
where, they decided right away to buy 
up the one or amalgamate with the 
other. They generally promised many 
good things during the progress of the 
negotiations, but when the end came 
the result was always the same—com- 
petition was destroyed. monopoly was 
restored—and the complaints of the 
people in regard to any matters could be 
safely ignored as their remedy was gone. 
This was not a matter of to-day or yes- 
terday. It had practically prevailed 
since the introduction of railways into 
Ireland, and though Commission and 


Mr. Murphy. 





{COMMONS} 
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Committees and experts had time after 
time pointed out the evil results of the 
system, successive Governments _ re- 
mained inactive and did nothing to 
remedy the state of affairs; and the 
more closely the question was inquired 
into the more deeply sensible one became 
of the ridiculous regulations that existed 
in every shape and form. If one looked 
at the average rates for the other 
countries one would find that in England 
it was 5s. 6d. per ton. in Scotland 5s. 2d. 
per ton, and in Ireland 6s. 8d. per ton. 
How this inequality could be explained 
passed comprehension, when we were 
told that the average cost of railways 
in England was £53.000 per mile, in 
Scotland £33.000 per mile, and in 
Ireland only £12,500 per mile. The 
explanation, however. was not far to 
seek. The profits went into the pockets 
of the directors and shareholders, and 
the public and the industries of the 
country had to pay the piper. Irish 
railway officials would no doubt say that 
the traffic was not in the country, but 
he contended that the actions of the 
officials themselves had contributed to 
that result as largely as any other cause. 
If a comparison was made with Scotland, 
which had practically the same length 
of line, it would be found that the receipts 
in Scotland were £10,000,000, whilst in 
Ireland they had dropped to £3,000,000, 
and the same result would be obtained 
by comparing the working results with 
any other country. In Ireland railways 
could be constructed so much cheaper 
than in other and more prosperous 
countries, and their working expenses 
were so much less, that the reverse 
should be the case. But in Ireland 
charges were prohibitive and not com- 
petitive. 

Nobody in Ireland thought of using 
railways except in a case of absolute 
necessity, and while such was the case 
the receipts would be low ; nevertheless 
they managed to pay as large a dividend 
and to have as many directors as any 
railway system in the world. In Belgium 
an article would be carried for 7s. a ton, 
while in Ireland it cost 22s. perton. In- 
deed, the fact is that you could bring 
some articles from Belgium to Ireland at. 
a cheaper rate than you could from Mayo: 
to Dublin. In the matter of passenger 
traffic the same fact is observed. A third 
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class passenger could travel in Hungary 
for one-fifth of the rate he could travel 
in Ireland. Then, in addition to all this, 
the country had to put up with every 
possible inconvenience in the matter of 
transit. The convenience for live stock 
was as bad and costly as it could be. 
Passengers had to travel in uncomfort- 
able and unsightly carriages, at inconve- 
nient times. The connections were so 
arranged that if one wanted to get to 
Galway from Kerry, for instance, they 
might as well go up to Dublin first, and 
soon. If there was a waterway of any 
description the railway company bought 
it up, and left the grass to grow upon 
its bank, and made its own terms. 
In the result it was often found 
cheaper to take goods from Dublin to 
Tralee, for instance, than from Dublin 
to Killarney, though the first mentioned 
place was twenty miles further. Even 
more glaring and unjust charges could be 
cited, but there surely could be no 
necessity. The President of the Board 
of Trade stated two years ago that he 
sympathised with the complaints made 
on a similar motion. In reference to his 
own town of Killarney, he might say 
he acknowledged the improvement in 
the service that had been made, still the 
preferential rates given by the railway 
company to their own hotels, for instance, 
over the same charges to other hotels, 
and in other ways, did away with the few 
advantages given to the people. A 


great railway authority once declared | 


that the present railway system could 
be better managed for the benefit of the 
country by one director in Dublin, at the 
head of asingle system, than by the pre- 
sent arrangement of having hundreds 
of directors and several companies. 
That mode was, he believed, the proper 
one. At present Ireland was the worst 
served country in railway matters in the 
world. He believed that the Trans- 
vaal had been stated to be worse, but the 
statesmanship of the Colonial Secretary 
had managed to have most of that railway 
system mostly blown up, so at present 
Ireland stood alone. The system of 
Government which had been planted 
in Ireland was as a rotten tree, and 
railway monopoly was one of its worst 
branches. That monopoly had_ been 


maintained by Ministers and Govern- 
ments until it had become intolerable. 


{30 APRIL 1901} 
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| The Government asked for the remedy, 
| but the duty of finding a remedy lay 
upon the Government. All the facts 
he had given indicated in the clearest 
and most convincing way the justice 
of the motion. It was not the function 
of those who supported this motion to 
provide a remedy. If the Irish people 
| had their own Parliament they would 
| soon alter the conditions of affairs, but 
fee long as this country undertook to 
| consider and deal with Irish grievances 
| it was its duty to provide a remedy for 
| all these matters. Irish Ministers and 
Chief Secretaries in the past had shown 
an utter disregard of the feelings of Irish- 
| men in reference to railway rates. At the 
present moment they had a gentleman 
as Chief Secretary who affected, at any 
| rate, to be sympathetic towards the Irish 
| people. He (the hon. Member), at the 
feta of Parliament, looked upon the 
sunny smile which appeared on that 
gentleman's countenance, and hoped it 
was the outward expression of the in- 
ward desire to do something to improve 
the material condition of Ireland. There 
was a splendid opportunity for the hon. 
Gentleman. Every class in Ireland were 
in agreement as to the ruinous system on 
which Irish railways were conducted. 
On the one side were the directors and 
‘the officials and some of the share- 
'holders; on the other side were the 
people. The Chief Secretary ought 
to be on the side of the people. The 
hon. Gentleman had no objection to 
being reminded of his connection with 
Ireland. If, from one reason or another, 
he did not care to lead a revolution 
for the realisation of Ireland’s hopes, 
et him inaugurate a railway reform in 
Ireland, and he would do something 
which would cause his name to be re- 
membered in that country in a pleasanter 
and more affectionate way than were the 
names of some of his predecessors. He 
begged to second the motion. 














Motion made, and Question proposed. 
“That the present Railway Rates and 
Charges in Ireland constitute an intoler- 
able grievance to the Irish people, and 
that measures should be adopted this 
session for the remedy thereof, either by 
amalgamation of the management under 
State control, or by State purchase of 
Irish Railways, soas to reduce the tariffs, 
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and further to increase facility of transit 
by utilising and developing the water- 
ways, and canalising certain rivers in 
Ireland.” —(Mr. Hayden.) 
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that if this was done the result would be 
| @ very great profit to the railway. Ido 
not quite understand the hon. Member’s 
position, because I heard him say that 


| the shareholders and the directors were 


*Mr. BANBURY (Camberwell, Peck- 
ham): I rise to move the following 
Amendment— 

Mic: In line 2, to leave out all words after ‘ That,’ 
in order to insert ‘ whilst admitting the import- 
ance of developing the facilities of transit in 
Ireland, the time is not opportune for taking 
-any steps which might act as a check to 
private enterprise, and place a burden upon 
public funds.’ ” 

Although I do not agree with the argu- 
ments of the hon. Member who moved 
the resolution, I desire to congratulate 
him upon the moderate and sensible | 
manner in which he has stated his case. 
We must all admit that it is extremely 
necessary for the prosperity of any 
country that means of locomotion should 
be given to it, and it is extremely probable 
that the facilities of locomotion in Ireland 
-are not as good as they might be. But 
the question before us to-night is as to 
how those facilities can be improved. 
The mover and seconder of the resolution 
advocated two courses—first, the control 
-of the railways by the State, and,secondly, 
the purchase of the railways by the 
State. Before dealing with these two 
courses in detail, [ would remind the 
House that it has always been accepted | 
as a broad principle, at any rate, that the 
object of the State is to govern, and not 
to trade, but if we passed this resolution, 
in the form either of control or of pur- 
‘chase, we should be admitting the prin- 
ciple that it is the duty of the State not to 
govern, but to trade. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. 
How about the colonies ? 


*Mr. BANBURY: If the State pur- 
‘chases a railway it is evident that it enters 
into a trading transaction. If, on the 
other hand, the State controls a railway 
it must control it in the interests of 
trade, otherwise there would be no 
-object in its controlling the railway. 

I will deal first with the question of 
‘control by the State. The hon. Member 
who moved the resolution suggested 
that the rates should be reduced by one 
half, and that the State should pay the | 
‘difference. He then went on to say that ' 
a certain Mr. Challoner Smith had said 


Patrick) : 


rather to be blamed, and that they ought 
not to be considered. To whom is the 
profit to go? The shareholder, the 
person whom he blames. Who is to bear 
the loss? The State. That seems to be 
a most extraordinary argument to be 


_advanced bya gentleman who is opposed 


to the director and the shareholder. 
If the shareholder came down and pro- 
posed that if there was a loss the State 
should bear it, but if there was a profit he 
should take it, I should not be surprised, 
but I do not quite see the force of the 
argument from the point of view of the 
hon. Member. The hon. Member who 
seconded the resolution said that a certain 
amount of money had been advanced in 
times gone by to the railways in Ireland, 
but that, in his experience, there were 
many Irishmen who preferred to ride 
on their donkeys rather than travel 
on a State-aided railway. I should say 
that that was an argument in favour of 
leaving the railways to private enterprise. 
There are several reasons why State 
control is not a good thing. For one 
thing it is the money of other people 
which the State is to control. The 
money is put into the concern by private 
people in order that they may obtain a 
certain return for their capital. The 
ordinary investor is not a philanthropist ; 
he goes into a business in the hope that 
he will make a profit. My expertence is 
that the majority of shareholders in a 
railway are not the rich, but the poor, 
the trustee who has invested a small 
amount of money for a widow, or the 


/man who, perhaps, has been a worker 


on the railway, and has invested a portion 
of his earnings as a provision against old 
age. It is quite a wrong idea to suppose 
that in attacking a railway company 
you are attacking the richer classes ; 
you are attacking the backbone of the 
nation—the lower middle classes, who 
have worked hard,saved a certain amount 
of money, and invested it in their own 
country. It does seem to me that it 
would be rather hard that a railway, 
started and carried on by the money of 
these people, should be controlled by the 
State, not in the interests of these people, 
but apparently for the purpose of pro- 
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yiding cheap facilities for traders and | railway, by the State is as good as the 
other similar purposes. management of the same industry by 

Then comes the question of State pur-; private enterprise. I think I shall be 
chase. I have not attempted to deny | able to show later on that it is not as 
that in all probability there is a good | gone, and certainly that in the result it 
deal to be said on the part of the Irish | is not so remunerative. One great argu- 
people against the working of Irish} ment for the motion is that the rates 
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railways, but the question is, Is the only 
remedy for that the purchase of the 
railways by the State? I do not believe 
that is so, and I am inclined to think 


would be at once reduced and the facili- 
ties for both passengers and goods traffic 
increased. But the increasing of faci- 
lities means money for additional expendi- 


that, even if it was so, the evils which | ture on rolling stock and other things. 
would be inaugurated by State purchase | [ do not at all say that a redue ion of 
would outweigh any possible advantages. | rates, provided the rates have been ex- 





One of the great evils entailed by such | 
purchase would be that it would probably 
be extended to England. 


An Hon. Member: We have not the 
same mismanagement in England. | 
*Mr. BANBURY : My hon. friend says | 
we have not the same mismanagement | 
in England that they have in Ireland, 
but it was only two or three hours ago ; 
that an hon. Member opposite alluded to 
the directors of the London and North 
Western Railway as ** ornamental guinea- 
pigs.” I do not know of anything worse | 
ior a railway or any other commercial 
undertaking than that it should be) 
managed by “ ornamental guinea-pigs.” 
Therefore, the view that we have not the 
same mismanagement here is not shared 
on the other side of the House, and it is 
quite conceivable that, if the policy of 
State purchase of railways were adopted 
in Ireland, we should at once have hon. 
Members urging the adoption of the 
same policy in England. What would 
that involve? We have lately had a 
long discussion upon the raising of a loan 
of £60,000,000. Hon. Members opposite 
have held up their hands in amazement 
at the iniquity of the Government in 
suggesting that that amount of money | 
should be borrowed, but do they know | 
how much money is invested in English 
railways ? The amount is £1,200,000,000 
If hon. Members think .an addition of | 
£60,000,000 to the National Debt is a | 
serious matter, what would they think of | 
an addition of £1,200,000,000 2 


A NATIONALIST MEMBER : It would be 
a good investment. 


*Mr. BANBURY : That remains to be 
seen. It will have to be shown that the | 
management of an industry, such as a 





cessive, necessarily means a loss to the 
railway. It may mean a profit, but, of 
course, the reduction must be a reason- 
able one. 

But supposing the railways of Ire- 
land were in the hands of the State, 
what would happen ? Immediately, hon. 
Gentlemen opposite would come down 
and say that it was the duty of the State 
to give them every facility for travelling 
as passengers, and the employees also 
would at once say that as they were 
employed by the State they expected a 
rise in wages. It would be extremely 


difficult to resist the pressure of hon. 


Gentlemen on the other side, and _per- 
haps on this side, if their constituents 


‘told them that one of the conditions of 
‘their return at the next General Elec- 


tion was that they voted in favour of 
increased wages to the employees on the 
State railways, and reduced rates to 
merchants and traders. That that is 
not an impossible contingency is, | 
think, shown by a recent speech of my 
hon. friend the Member for Mid Herts. 
In the course of that speech the hon. 
Member drew attention to the great 
pressure which is put upon Members 
on both sides of the House by the Civil 
servants of the State. If vou were to 
increase the patronage of the Govern- 
ment I do not know what would happen. 
If the enormous number of men em- 
ployed on the English railways were 
brought under the control of the State, 
the control of the railways by the State 
would vanish, and would rest in the 
hands of the emplovees. The hon. 
Member for Merthyr Tydvil probably 
would not regard that as an unmixed 
evil. 

Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tyd- 
vil): No. 
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*Mr. BANBURY: I thought not, but | 
possibly other people would. 
a fallacy to suppose that the State has | 
an inexhaustible chest of gold into which 
it can put its hand and draw out any 
amount of money for making the con- 
ditions of life easier 
by the State must 
somewhere, 
that the purchase of the railways would 
result in a loss to the State. 

But the purchase of railways is not the 
only State purchase which hon. Gentle- 
men opposite are advocating. Only a 
few weeks ago it was proposed that 


be 


£120,000,000 ‘aeoald be spent on Irish , 
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All money spent | 
provided from | 
and I think I have shown | 


land, and it seems to me that, if we were | 


to comply with all their requests, in a 
very short time there would be nothing 


in Ireland except the State, and that the | 
Socialist Commonwealth suggested by | 


the hon. Member for Merthyr Tydvil, 
would be established there, but whether 
for the advantage of Ireland or of 
England I do not know. The question 
of increased wages and increased facili- 
ties is a very great one, 
cannot be passed over. If the method 
proposed in the resolution is the only 
way in which the grievance complained 
of by hon. Gentlemen opposite can be 
obviated, I think we should pause before 
we assent to it. 
out to the hon. Gentleman that we have 
«a good instance afforded us in the case 
of the Australian colonies and_ of 
America. In the Australian colonies 
the railways are managed by the State. 
I have not been able to get the whole 
figures, but I looked up the Australian 
Handbook this afternoon. I take New 


and one which } 


| management of the railways. 
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In the case of America the railways. 


It is quite | have never been managed by the State, 


and I do not think anybody will say that 
American railways do not give every 
facility both to passenger and to traders, 
'I have heard it advanced over and over 
again that English railways should take 
a lesson from the American railways, 
and that similar charges should be intro- 
duced over here because they are very 
much lower. The manner in which 
American railways have been built is 
different to any other railways. When 
| we build a railway in England we borrow 


a certain amount of money and the 
ordinary, preference, and debenture 
stock contribute equally to the making 
of the railway. But in America the 
general principle is that the bonded debt 
makes the railway. In looking at 
American railway results, therefore, you 


must not look simply at the interest 
paid upon ordinary shares but also the 
interest paid on the bonded debt. I ask 
any hon. Member in this House to look 
at the price of American railway ordinary 
shares. Most of them are at £100, and 
some of them are over, and that is all 
profit which has accrued from the private 
The profit 


'of the American railways has not been 


{ should like to point 


South Walesand Victoria because I think ' 


it will be recognised that New South 
Wales and Victoria are the most pros- 
perous of the Australian colonies. I take 
the year 1900, because it is the most pros- 
perous year the Australian colonies have 
had for some time. I: find that the 


deficit on the working of the New South | 


Wales railway is £6,138. Of course. 
that is not a very large amount, but it 
shows that the result of the State working 
of the railway was a deficit. In the case 
ot Victoria about £40,000,000 is em- 
ployed in State railways, and the losses 
amount to about £100,000 a year. That 
is the result of State management, and 
these Australian 


railways practically | 


only earn about 3 per cent. interest on, 


the capital advanced. 





gained by exorbitant rates but by 
affording the public every facility and 
charging low rates, and the result is far 
more advantageous than in the case of 
the state owned railways in Australia. 
The first thing you have to consider in 
this matter is how to make the enter- 
prise profitable. I do not know why 
the State should come forward and act 
as a philanthropist. The State should 
not make exorbitant profits, but it 
should act on business lines. If the 
State is to take money out of the pockets 
of one class of the community in order 
to put it into the pockets of another 
class, then I say that the cays of the 
prosperity of that State are numbered, 
and commercial prosperity can no longer 
exist in the future. I said at the com- 
mencement of my remarks that the 
province of the State was for government 
and not for trade. It may be contended 
that by holding the Post Office and 
telegraphs the Government have violated 
that maxim, but I do not think that is 
an argument which will hold water. 


There are exceptions to every argu- 
ment, and it is possible that it is necessary 
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to make an exception in this particular 
instance. I have not looked up the his- 
tory of the Post Office, but I believe it 
has never been managed by private 
enterprise. The telegraph department 
was managed by private individuals, 
but it was merely an off-shoot of the 
Post Office. 
somewhere. If we are to have the State 
trading in railways why should the 


State not take over the docks and ship- | 


ping, and other matters, and engage in 
other commercial enterprises. 


House have advocated the subsidising of 
shipping companies. 
the Irish railways on the other side of 
the Channel we may be asked on this 
side to purchase the ships of the country. 


If we once go into these enterprises there | 


is no knowing when we shall stop. _ It 


was only yesterday that an hon. Member | 
objected to the loan of | 


said he 
£60,600,000 proposed by the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer because he thought 


it would be better employed if it was lent | 


to the working men of Ireland. I in- 
stance that to show hon. Members | 


opposite see the necessity of encouraging | 


capital to remain and to be employed in 
the country. I believe that one of the 
great evils from which Ireland suffers 


is want of capital, and if hon. Members | 


would de all they could to encourage the 


investment cf capital in Ireland they | 
would be advancing the real prosperity | 


of the country far more than by asking 
the State to purchase the railways. [| 


helieve that the real solution of this | 


question is to be found in the amalgama- 
tion of the different Irish railways. It 
is almost impossible for certain small 
railway companies to give proper facili- 


ties to the public because they have not | 


got the money to do it with: whereas, 


if they amalgamated with other com-| 


panies they might he able to give the 
facilities desired. 
of the shareholders that a company 
should give the public proper facilities. 
[ was rather astonished about a 
fortnight ago, when an Irish railway 
Bill came up for the Second Reading in 


this House to see it thrown out on the | 
ground that this railway which could | 
not be built because the company had | 
not got the money was going to be built | 
I think that Bill | 
should have gone before a Committee, | 


by another company. 


c=) 
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But we must draw the line | 


A good | 
many hon. Members on this side of the | 


If we purchase | 


It was in the interest | 
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| because it would have been a step in the 
i direction of amalgamation which the 
| hon. Gentleman who moved this reso- 
| lution advocated. I beg to move. 


Mr. MALCOLM (Suffolk, Stow- 
| market): I beg leave to second this 
| Amendment, and in doing so I venture 
to say a few words on the subject—not 
because I have suffered upon Irish 
railways and want a change, nor because 
I am a director and want no change— 
but because the true solution of the 
government of Ireland according to 
_Unionist principles seems to me_ to 
rest upon our capacity to show that in 
dealing with the material problems 
which obtain in that country we are 
offering as a contribution—not an invi- 
tation to plunge into a flood of theoretical 
controversy of a revolutionary nature, 
but the practical assistance of the long 
commercial experience of this country, 
and at times the guarantee of our un- 
rivalled credit. Such a question we 
‘are discussing to-night, and I agree 
with the hon. Member that there is 
none more important or more fraught 
with possibilities for the advancement 
of prosperity in Ireland. For, as in a 
diagnosis of the human frame it must 
be necessary to assume that the veins 
and arteries are in a healthy condition 
for the passage of our blood, so in exami- 
nations of the Irish body politic nothing 
‘can be more necessary than to insist 
‘upon the vigour of those veins and 
_ arteries of transit—the railway and canal 
systems of that country. I am very 
glad to find, in a sense, that this Amend- 
ment has been put before the House, 
for the drawback to the original motion 
'was that it took no cognisance of the 
time and season in which it is brought 
forward. Who could have imagined 
that such a proposal would be forth- 
coming, involving as it does large State 
expenditure if either of its suggestions 
be adopted, at the end of a period of 
Estimates which has been spent, by 
‘the party proposing it, in voting against 
every item of expenditure that has come 
| up for discussion ? 

No, the time is far from  oppor- 
tune —and upon that ground, more 
than any other, I shall vote for the 
Amendment. As for the merits of the 
original resolution, | confess I see a 
great deal to be said for the amalga- 
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mation of Irish railways, with a strong 
Railway Commission to safeguard the 
interests of the public. From all I can 
read in the Reports of Commissions and 
debates. the feeling of those who live 
in Ireland and of those who take evidence 
is unanimous in favour of some such 
operation. And yet it has become the 
inveterate custom of this House to 
maintain a non possumus attitude in 
the face of all Commissions. By such 
an attitude the reputation of this House 
is impaired, and the people of Ireland 
suffer. For who can doubt, reading 
the Reports of the various bodies that 
have sat to inquire into the many 
branches of this question, but that 
from the very beginning the Irish rail- 
ways have left much to be desired ? 
One has only to consult comparative 
statistics to see how absurdly high are 
their fares and their rates, when laid 
parallel to those of similar railways in 


this country—how expensive their ad- | 


ministration, and how unsatisfactory 
their speed. I, for one, am driven 
to the conclusion that some organic 
change is necessary if the Irish people 
are to enjoy the ordinary facilities of 
twentieth century railway travelling. 
And this organic change must, | think, 
work in the direction of amalgamation 
rather than purchase, for the same experi- 
ence Which teaches us that State pur- 
chase is not always a profitable invest- 
ment for the public, teaches us also 
that amalgamation is generally fraught 
with reduction of expenditure and 
increase of convenience. If | may say 
so, Ireland is not the only country 
which would be the better of an over- 
hauling by Government of its railway 
system from time to time. Ideas seem 
to riot in the minds of directors that 
the public is their servant and not their 
master,and one consequence isthe intoler- 
able rates of which many of us com- 
plain. I am, in my sanguine moments, 
averse to giving preferential tariffs to 
our own goods for export over imported 
goods, that might be unfair to the con- 
sumer. But, | do confess, living in 


and representing an agricultural con- 

stituency, that I resent the preferential 

and hostile rates which, whatever may 

be said as to their fairness, 

cheaper, speaking roughly, to buy a 

hog from Chicago in London than to 
Mr. Malcolm. 


make it 
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buy one from Suffolk. I should indeed 
like to see the railway rate tariff so 
regulated as to protect the home pro- 
| ducts a little more. And what I should 
ask for myself | ask now for my Irish 
friends inside and outside this House. 
| There is a patent grievance, which the 
‘interference of this House can perhaps 
| mitigate or demolish. It will not be 
'removed by adherence to this non- 
possumus attitude—nor do I expect such 
'an answer from the Chief Secretary. 
There is, in Ireland, a state of things 
which can be altered for the better 
by a wise Unionist Government ; non 
| possumus never governed a country and 
never will; but close and sympathetic 
attention to this question of amalga- 
mation will go far to increase material 
prosperity in that country and to remove 
a grievance which is in no sense a party 
question. ; 


Amendment proposed— 


** To leave out from the word ‘That’ to the 
end of the Question, in order to add the words, 
‘whilst admitting the importance of develop- 
ing the facilities of transit in Ireland, the time 

is not opportune for taking any steps which 

| might act as a check to private enterprise, and 
place a burden upon public funds.’ ”—(J7. 
Banbury.) 


Question proposed, ** That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Question.” 


Mr. McCANN (Dublin, St. Stephen’s 
'Green): I have during many years past 
given much time and study to the Irish 
Railway and Canal question, and their 
working in relation to the industrial life 
of Ireland. I have also given much 
consideration to the part our railways 
play and the dominant influence they 
exercise on the economies of the Irish 
problem. I have had many years prac- 
tical experience as a railway director. I 
may say, however, that the chief insight 
which I have obtained in the working 
‘of the Irish carrying trade has been 
acquired as chairman of the Grand 
Canal Company. I have occupied 
this position for the past ten or eleven 
years, and still continue to do so. I 
may say here that it is my belief that 
|our waterways, our’: canals, navigable 
rivers and canalised rivers, which cover 
'so large an extent of the country, and 
-which are fed by such an abundant 
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and never-failing supply of water, could 


be made to play a most important part , 


in the industrial life of Ireland, and 
for the great benefit of the whole people. 


These waterways are now for the most | 


part practically useless and derelict. 
Those of them such as the Grand Canal 
Company are so much hampered and 
conditioned as to render their public 
utility of little or no use. There seems 
to be high Government influence utterly 
opposed and hostile to the proper utilisa- 
tion of these waterways for the public 
good. This would appear to have been 
always the view more or less of our Irish 
Government officials. It is one of the 
official traditions of Irish Government. 
This tradition, 1 regret to say, is rather 
more than less pursued by our Govern- 
ment to-day towards our waterways. 
For what reason only Heaven and Irish 
Government officials can, tell. 


Be this as it may respecting our water- 
ways, with regard to our railways, 
however, I will say without hesitation, 
and under the sense of the responsibility 
which attaches to the statement, that as 
they have been worked from their start 
to the present day it would be much 
better for the country, from every point 
of view, that a railway had never been 
constructed in Ireland. The railways 
were permitted to buy up the canals, the 
only possible source of continuous and 
lasting competition with them ; and those 
waterways they did not buy, the railways 
were permitted to reduce their rates for 
carrying so low to the competitive canal 
station as to render the canal trading 
unprofitable, and so cripple the water- 
ways as to put them off trading, or, if 
allowed to continue, onlyto such an extent 
as the railway would permit, and then the 
rates of carrying were put to their normal 
level, if not beyond it. The public thus 
lost the only lasting source of competi- 
tion they had with the railways, and fell at 
once under their grinding monopoly. 
This would not be the time or place to 
consider what are the malign influences 
and agencies that make everything that 
can be made available for the general 
good in other countries work exactly in 
the opposite direction in Ireland. Cer- 
tainly railways work in this perverted 
direction towards the general good in 
Ireland, whilst in other countries they 
are made the instruments of immense 
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| benefit to the people. This is particu- 
larly the case when the railways are made 
to work harmoniously with the water- 
ways of other countries, each doing its- 
part of the traffic which naturally suits it. 
It must appear that everything in Ireland, 
as well as railways, works automatically 
from its wrong end. No matter how 
plain this inverted working may be to- 
the ordinary observer, once commenced 
there seems to be no force or influence 
amongst us capable of being called into: 
existence to rectify the evil effects of its 
wrong start. Things must then muddle 
on in their perverted grooves. Our fate 
seems inexorable in this respect. 

But to come to the immediate question 
before the House, the effect of the present 
high railway rates and charges on the 
industrial life of Ireland, and the possi- 
bility of effecting a remedy, if there be 
injustice, | think [ cannot make myself 
intelligible unless I am permitted to quote 
a few facts and figures which lie at the 
base of the Irish economic problem, if,. 


|indeed, they do not constitute the entire 


base itself, and go to make up the whole 
crux in the question. Last November 
I delivered before the Bankers’ Institute 
in Ireland the inaugural address for the 
year, the subject being ‘ The Economies 
of the Irish Problem.” I first showed,,. 
what we all know, but what is not always 
kept steadily in view, that all of us in 
Ireland derive our existence and well-being 
directly and indirectly from the land, and 
that the two exceptions, which are gene- 
rally supposed to constitute exceptions to 
this statement, are not really so. These 
are the great brewing and distillery 
trades in Dublin, and to a lesser extent 
the same trades in the provinces, and 
then the great manufacturing industries 
of Belfast and its neighbourhood. Inas- 
much as about three-quarters of the 
porter and whisky manufactured in 
Ireland is consumed in the country, and 
that the industries of Belfast and its 
neighbourhood were started, and are 
largely sustained by, the credit supplied 
by the Irish bank deposits, which are 
directly and indirectly the produce of 
the land, I cannot see that these two 
interests are exceptions to the general 
statement. But the economic state of 


things to which I wish to draw attention 
is this: our land, 15,300,000 acres in all, 
by 486,000 occupying 


is , cultivated 
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tenants or holders, about 400,000 of goods carried by railway sare, as is well 
whom, five-sixths of the whole, are opera-| known, charged by weight, the ton 
tive occupying tenants, whose holdings’ beingthe unit. Inthe United States and 
are valued for taxation purposes at a| Canada their railway rates for same 
maximum of a little over £20 valuation, agricultural produce are now well under 
and coming down to £1. The average one farthing per ton per mile, and these 
rent paid by this class is about £7 to £8 a countries now claim to be able to carry 
year, and their average incomes cannot! by their rivers and canals at rates very 
be above £40 to £50 a year each, out of much under this farthing per ton per 
which rent and taxes have to be paid. mile. The continental rates in the chief 
Allowing five to each family, this class prosperous countries are about, I think, 
of operative farmers, who with assistance two farthings per ton per mile. All 
from their families do the entire work of | these countries make a profit out of their 
their farms, constitute about 2,000,000in | railways charging these low rates, 
all, nearly half our population. Thein-| Prussia makes a_ profit of about 
comes derivable from the land would not | £22,000,000 available for State pur- 
work out at more than £5 a head yearly poses out of the receipts of the railways, 
for the maintenance of each individual after paying all working charges and 
comprised in this large class of the people. interest and sinking fund on capital 
The facts and figures now shortly borrowed to make and buy the railways. 
stated were given fully in the bankers’! It will be seen at once how Ireland is 
address. As far as | know they have handicapped by the exorbitant rates 
not been substantially controverted. charged by her railways, as compared 
although there are many people who do with other countries I have named, 
not like such issues raised ; | would be which are in so keen competition with 
willing to contradict them if they were her in her own special products in her 
inaccurate. But I should also mention) own markets. The stage may now be 
that these small incomes are only attain-| said to have arrived when Ireland can 
able in the good years, but when the compete no longer. She is now almost 
rainy day comes round, which it in-| completely crushed out of her own 
evitably does in Ireland, then the standard | markets for her own produce. But this 
of living of this class, being so low and is not half the story ; I will tell the 
incapable of being pared down when the remainder as shortly as possible. The 
potatoes fail and the turf is wet, the Irish railway companies make through 
people are starving, or next door to it. rates for the foreigner, the mileage pro- 

The Irish question, which is always portion of which will be very much lower 
more or less simmering, owing in reality than their local rates for the same 
to the economic condition of this class, mileage to the Irish producer. But the 
when at starvation point it becomes acute rates for what are technically called 
and seething. At present it may be said smalls are absolutely prohibitive in 
to be in the gentle summer stage, but let enabling the small producers to market 
a wet year come, with the potatoes | their produce direct, without the crush- 
and turf absent, and with the other evil| ing charges of intermediaries, who 
concomitants of the Irish rainy day, it | collect the small into large parcels. ‘lake 
will be then seen that the seething stage | eggs, which could, and should, be made 
has once more arrived, and the pot will|such a source of profit to the Irish 
boil over, and any fat there is will go into | people. The course of the egg trade is 
the fire as of old. |this at present. The small farmers’ 
| wives or children take the eggs—a dozen 
| or two—to the nearest little shop in the 
| country, or in the town or village nearest 
| them ; they exchange these eggs at the 
| lowest price for their tea, sugar, tobacco. 
|ete., which are usually sold to them at 
'the highest price. The price fixed by 
the shopkeepers for these eggs will 





I want to show the part the Irish 
railways play in the economics of these 
two millions of people, whom, if possible, 
we should preserve in the best interests 
of Ireland, and indeed in the best interests 
of the Empire also. The rates charged 
by the Irish railway companies are, as 
far as I know, the highest in the world. 
Agricultural produce is charged about generally be found to be the price for 
six farthings per ton per mile. All| addled or stale eggs in, say, an English 


Mr. McCann. 
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manufacturing town, less by railway and 
steamship rates and the tolls of the 
yarious intermediaries through whose 
hands they pass. 


the start, they must become stale, and, 
in order to get them to this con- 
dition, they must be passed through 
the hands of various expensive inter- 
mediaries, and pay large rates to railways 
and steamers. As with eggs so with 
everything else that a small farmer has 
to sell in a small way. This in a country 
where five-sixths of the whole are small 
farmers, and who number roundly 
2,000,000 people. 

It is a sad story from beginning to end. 
One of the saddest sights to be seen in 
Ireland to-day, next to the flight of the 
people, whom you meet with on every 
road and at every railway station on 
their way to America, is the large number 
of flour and oatmeal mills all over the 
country now idle and dismantled. These 
mills formerly ground the farmers’ 
wheat and oats grown in their vicinity, 
and supplied the people with the home- 
grown flour and oats, and gave much 
employment in their neighbourhood. The 
action of the railways is much respon- 
sible for this particular state of things by 
the low through rates they will make for 
the foreigner for his flour, charging at 
same time their full high local rates for 
his flour to the home miller, and also by 
the fact that the railways put wheat and 
flour in the same classification, charging 
the same rate on the manufactured and 
unmanufactured article. We have heard 
the Irish landlords described as blood- 
suckers. I am an Irish landlord, and I 
fear must own to this soft impeachment 
towards the class, but they never were 
in it with the railways. But we have 


heard of good landlords in Ireland, and | 


there have been many, but no one ever 
knew or heard of a good railway, nor can 
there ever be such. 

I will not weary the House longer | 
with the misdeeds of the Irish railways, 
or the sinister part they play in the} 
economics of the Irish problem. The 
question is, can anything be done to} 
remedy this state of affairs. I am not 
hopeful. The Government and Govern- | 
ment officials in Ireland will not stir to | 
seek a remedy. Putting a remedy in 


operation would be to a certain extent an 
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That is to say, to. 
market Irish eggs, which are fresh at | 


, tinue. 
‘in this connection which would reveal 
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acknowledgment of their want of appre- 


‘ciation previously of the position, and 


then if the railway remedy succeeded, 
people would begin to say that there 
were other economic wrongs beside the 
railways requiring to be looked into, and 
if they were probed, as we say, the whole 
discovery might then be found out. 
People who govern us would not like 
this, so it is safe to say that nothing will 
be done in this or any other direction. 
But I will say shortly what could be 
done and ought to be done, even if what 
I say be considered in only an academic 
and Pickwickian sense. I have long ago 
formed the conclusion that until 50 per 
cent. at least to start with is taken off all 
existing railway rates in Ireland, passen- 
gers, goods, agricultural produce, cattle, 
ete., that there is no use in trying to do 
any good in any shape or form in the 
country. I would also stipulate that all 
through rates should cease, or at least 
that the railway portion of the through 
rates, if made, should never be lower 
than the local rate charged on the same 
produce for the same distance. Equal 
mileage rates should be charged for all 
goods carried. It should also be stipu- 
lated that no reduction or rebatesgbe 
given—20 or 50 tons should be charged 
full ton rates. There is no more effectual 
means of crushing out the small trader 
or farmer than by the present system of 
charging lower rates for large quantities. 
All rebates and allowances of whatsoever 
character should be at once discontinued, 
and no differential rates or treatment, 
direct or indirect, in favour of towns, 
cities, or ports should be allowed to con- 
There are many other matters 


themselves, and where operation should 
be reversed in the interests of the whole 
community, but particularly in the 
interests of the small farmers and traders. 
But there is another recommendation 
which I am about to make. It will not 
require much consideration to grasp its 


' consequences and effect, which anyone 


can work out for themselves. If the 
Irish railway manager has not already 
pronounced me a revolutionist, | know 
he will do so now. I mean the introduc- 
tion of the penny Irish railway 14 lb. 
basket or hamper. I mean that a basket 
or hamper containing up to 14 pounds 
weight of anything the sender wishes to 


L 
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have conveyed in it be carried from any 
railway station in Ireland to any other 
station, irrespective of distance, at a 
charge of 4d. for carriage and 3d. for 
delivery in any city, town, or village in 
Ireland. This hamper to be carried by 
all trains and to be delivered within one 
hour of its arrival at the station for 
which it is booked, no restriction what- 
soever or limitation of any kind to be 
imposed as to what goods or materials 
the hamper may contain up to one stone 
or 14 pounds in weight. I have thought 
out for a long time the consequences, 
domestic, commercial, political, and social, 
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which would follow on the introduction | 


of this penny railway hamper in our 
midst. Of course, the other changes 
which I have indicated to be made simul- 
taneously. 


Mr. SACKVILLE (Northamptonshire, 
N.): [ask you, Mr. Speaker, as a matter 
of order, whether it is in order for the 
hon. Member to read his speech ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: It is not in order to 
read a speech, but reference to very full 
notes is frequently permitted. 


Mr. McCANN: The reason [I am 
reading is that I want to be accurate. [ 
have a great number of facts to state, and 
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are laid the day before delivered in any 
town in Ireland the following day. The 
best market fer these eggs would of 
course be the large towns at the ports, 
where they could be used for consumps 
tion in these towns or shipped off at once 
fresh to England and Scotland. It 
must be remembered that foreign fresh 
eggs—Russian, French, Dutch, Danish, 
etc.—are now imported largely for con- 
sumption in our own towns, as well ag 
butter, and many other commodities 
grown by ourselves. I think that 
the introduction of the penny hamper 
would give an immediate additional 
value to all the eggs produced in Ireland 
at present of from 50 to 75 per 
cent., and this additional value would 
accrue simultaneously to every single 
producer of an egg in the country. We 
might reasonably expect that under 
these influences the production of eggs 
would be doubled in a few years. As 
with eggs, so with butter and all our 


\other productions ; the penny hamper 


would work more or less for all in the same 
way. Under its operation the entire 
washing of Dublin, Belfast, and Cork 


|might be done in the congested districts 


of Ireland. This would appeal to a very 
numerous class in England, as well as in 
Ireland, who never wash their dirty linen 


I could not, I am sorry to say, give them | at home. 


all from memory. I am not so gifted 
with eloquence as a great many of my 
fellow-countrymen. I will read as little 
as possible. I have particularly thought 
out the effect of all these alterations, or 
rather reversals, in our railway system 
on the numerous class of small operative 
cultivators in Ireland, and the many 
others who would be induced to become 
operative cultivators by the reversal of all 
existing railway methods and charges. 
I believe that the railway companies, 
with proper organisation, could carry, 
even at present without loss, these penny 


| 





| 





I will leave you to consider how much 
could be done, and in how many ways, 
under the influence of the penny Irish 
railway basket, for the benefit of the 
Irish peasant. It goes without saying 
that I would recommend the _nationalisa- 
tion of all our waterways, our canals, 
canalised rivers and navigable rivers. 
making them to be free for ever for the 
people. These waterways could then be 
made to work in and in with the railways. 
I would recommend the local nationalisa- 
tion of all the Irish railways. We do 
not want English nationalisation at all. 


hampers. Ahalfpennyfor fourteen pounds | Should views such as these ever come 


weight fora distance of about sixty miles, 
which I calculate would be the average 
run on these hampers, would work out at 
6s. 8d. a ton, which would be about the 
present carriage rate. Consider what 
these hampers would do for the Irish egg 
trade, the present condition of which I 
have already outlined. The congested 
districts, as well as all other districts in 
Ireland. could have the fresh eggs which 


Mr. McCann. 





to be considered, and tenders and 
plans advertised for, 1 would claim to 
be permitted to put in one with specifica- 
tions. I will undertake to charge no 
commission. I may mention that it 
would be the first business transaction 
of my life where I charged no commission. 
I may in conclusion say that my ideas 
are not revolutionary, although they 
may appear so to some people ; they are 
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the result of forty years experience and 
thought. I beg to thank the House for 
the patient hearing that has been given 
me. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. WynpHam, Dover): We 
have had a most interesting debate on 
many matters of the greatest importance. 
I believe that this is the first occasion on 
which the hon. Member for St. Stephen’s 
Green has addressed the House. He 
comes before us as an Irish landlord and 
commercial magnate, and he is a monu- 
ment of what can be achieved even in Ire- 
land by private enterprise. That makes 
his advocacy of some sort of State inter- 
vention all the more interesting and 
forcible. [ am not prepared at a moment's 
notice to follow in detail the suggestions 
which the hon. Member has made ; for 
example, the proposition that a penny 
railway hamper would revolutionise the 
economic condition of Ireland. But | 
am certain that when we read and study 
the report of the hon. Gentleman's 
speech we shall find init much matter 
for consideration. In spite of the eloquent 
appeal made to me not to imitate my 
predecessors by adopting a non possumus 
attitude on these questions. I am not 
ashamed to avow that I am not prepared 
this evening with a cut-and-dried, exhaus- 
tive, and final pronouncement of the 
attitude of this and of all succeeding 
Governments upon the question of giving 
facilities for transit in Ireland. Although 
the words of the resolution do seem to 
invite not only a Government proposal 
as to the proper remedy, but a 
Government pledge that time will be 
found this session for giving effect to 
that remedy, the able and temperate 
speech of the hon. Member for South 
Roscommon was couched in very different 
terms from his resolution. He merely 
pressed these alternatives and the im- 
portance of the subject on my own con- 
sideration and the consideration of the 
Government. Indeed, I think it is 
admitted that debates after nine o’clock, 
though important, are academic, and it 
is impossible to allocate the Government 
time to measure in the course of such 
discussions. Perhaps I may point out 
that an argument in favour of the Amend- 
ment—namely, that it is inopportune 
now to proceed with legislation on the 
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lines suggested—may be found in the 
fact that the drama of this evening has 
been prefaced by a curtain-raiser in the 
afternoon, a lever de rideau, directed 
by that mercurial impresario the hon. 
Member for South Donegal. With that 
in my mind, I should say not only that 
the time is inopportune, but that it is 
non-existent. 

In conformity with precedent, passing 
‘from any direct argument based on the 
| direct terms of the resolution, and coming 
to the subject matter of the resolution, 
it has been the practice on previous 
occasions to balance the merits of the 

rival remedies suggested—State control 
or State purchase, and then to say some- 
thing in favour of each and something 
against each. It is easy to postulate in 
that manner during the rest of the time 
that remains at our disposal. One can 
point out that amalgamation would 
reduce the cost of working the lines, but 
that it would also reduce competition. 
But after what has fallen from several 
speakers on the subject of railway com- 
petition, and notably from the hon. 
Member who introduced the resolution, 
who pointed out that the multiplicity of 
small railways in Ireland did not lead to 
any real competition—the only com- 
petition being not to waste fuel in order 
to catch connections at junctions, where 
the other train was eager to get off—and 
who further showed that the only real 
competition existed at places tapped by 
both lines—it will be admitted that all 
that discounts a good deal of the argu- 
ment based on competition. I confess 
I would be very glad if some practical 
proposal were laid before the House ; 
and hon. Members will remember that | 
would not oppose any reasonable and 
| practical scheme of amalgamation on the 
ground that multiplicity of companies 
leads to healthy competition in Ireland. 
If Parliament were ever to consider the 
question of fostering or forcing amalga- 
mation, or of demanding some form of 
State control as a set-off to amalgamation, 
we should have to recollect that so 
‘recently as 1892 considerable concessions 
were wrung by the House from railways 
in Ireland. Maximum charges for classi- 
fied goods were imposed on the railways 
in Ireland, and it might not be right to 
impose a further reduction of rate upon 
| cattle, goods or merchandise unless such 
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imposition were accompanied by a guar-| such attacks would be encouraged by the 
antee. That has been done by many of | hope that someof the shots might ricochet 
our colonies, notably in Canada, where | against the Act of Union itself. There is 
the State insists upon railway companies | another difficulty, showing how closely 
providing refrigerating cars and other| social questions are interlocked in Ire- 
apparatus necessary to the safe carriage | land, and that is the difficulty of obtain- 
of perishable goods, such as eggs, butter, | ing a properly trained staff for any large 
and the like. Since that involved a great | Government department in Ireland 
outlay of capital, the State gave a guar-| without appearing to ignore the claims 
antee against reduction of profits, and [| of Irishmen. I say that in no offensive 
believe that in Canada this has worked! sense. This question of Irish railways 
out in such a way as to impose little or no | is interlocked with the question of Irish 
loss on the State. It may be said, Why | education, and if you do not make 
should not the companies do this without | progress with Irish education you 
the aid of the State? The answer is, | cannot find the technically trained men 
because in new or poor countries there| for the administration of the Irish 
is not available capital. as in England or! railways. Again, I say I do not think 
Scotland. I have said that in any offensive sense. 
Incidentally I may mention that the | [Cries of “ No, no.”] 

new Department of Agriculture and | 
Technical Instruction in Ireland has not | Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
been so remiss as may be supposed from | It is a reflection on your own Govern- 
ment, that is all. 





references in speeches made during the | 
discussion. The department made care- 
ful inquiry into the carriage of perishable) Mr. WYNDHAM: While, in order 
goods during the summer, and has} to be perfectly candid in my attitude 
issued minute recommendations in a/towards the difficulties of the Irish 
circular as to the steps which should} problem, I do not omit those present in 
be taken when the hot weather ap-|my own mind, I think it will be easy 
procahes, and I am glad to say the Great | to show that much has been done by this 
Southern and Western Railway Com-| and preceding Governments for Ireland. 
pany have adopted a system of refrigera-| We have free grants of a million and a 
ting cars, and a Cork shipping company | half, and have guaranteed 44 millions. 
is following in the same useful direction. | We passed in 1888 the Railways and 
I do not believe that the hon. Member | Canals Traffic Act, and in 1892 the 
who introduced the resolution pressed! Railway Rates and Charges Act. I 
very strongly for the State purchase of | desire in the short time at my disposal 
railways in Ireland, and very few argu-| to pick out the salient features from what 
ments have been put forward in support | has passed before on this question. In 
of that object. I am opposed to such a| 1874 the present Chancellor of the 
policy,and do not treat it as within the| Exchequer, then Chief Secretary for 
range of practical politics. But it does} Ireland, speaking as I am doing to-night 
not stand on all fours with the State! on a very similar motion, said— 
purchase of British railways, which | ‘* Parliament might beneficially lend assist- 
would involve an outlay of 1,200 millions, | ance to promote amalgamation of Irish rail- 
whilst in Ireland it would only cost 29| ways, and possibly facilities might be given 
millions. In considering the problem | by the Government by which it would be 
of Irish railways we ought to recollect rendered easier and cheaper than at present. 
that the State has already given or I am well aware that two years ago 
guaranteed six millions in Ireland—a|the hon. and learned Member for 
large concession in relation to the whole | North Louth, in one of his impas- 
capital invested—in order to remedy the | sioned speeches, dilated at some length 
effects of the Irish railway system. |on the quotation from my right hon. 
There are many other arguments against | friend’s speech. I may say that the 
State purchase, and to create a new| rest of my right hon. friend’s speech 
State department would exhibit a broader | was not in the same terms, but em- 
target to the attacks that have been| bodied a most earnest protest against 
made upon Irish administration, and | any idea of State purchase of railways ; 


Mr. Wyndham. 
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and the hon, and learned Member for| storm appears on the horizon, and all 
North Louth omitted to mention that the , these deliberations are blown away. [An 
passage he quoted was only the gilding; Hon. MemBer on the Irish Benches : 
of the pill, and did not represent all that | ‘‘ Not to-night.) I trust it may not 
could be said on the question. be so; but it was so in 1888. Nothing 

The next document of real importance happened from 1888 until recent 
in this, to my mind, most important | Years, when we had again to approach 
question, is the second Report of the these economic problems without having 
Roval Commission on Irish Works—Sir | 0UT attention diverted away from them. 
James Allport’s Report. That Report We had the interesting debate of 1899, 
was published in the year 1888, and | | !® which many interesting speeches 
would invite the attention of hon. Mem-; Were made, and largely in consequence 
bers to a few short passages in it. There | f that debate a new Department was 
had, it said, been a general agreement | established, and endowed with special 
at all times and in all quarters that the | powers for dealing with this question of 
railways in Ireland might be and ought | transit facilities in Ireland. Hon. Mem- 
to be treated separately from those in| bers opposite have expressed a good 
Great Britain. That had been the case | deal of disappointment in respect of the 
because the Government had given | practical effect of that Act, but it is a 
money to Ireland, and had lent money | new Act, and I am able to inform the 
to Ireland in a proportion never asked| House that the Department is earnestly 
for or conceded in Great Britain. The | engaged on this very problem. I, tor 
Report went on to say, speaking of | one, shall not despair ot its labours 
the Irish railway system, that capital| Without much stronger evidence of 
took a too narrow view of its own in-, failure than any hon. Member has so 
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terests. 


“ We consider,” the Report proceeded, “ that 
the present position is far from satisfactory, 
and we now proceed to discuss the remedy. 
The remedy we propose is two-fold. On the 
one hand is centralisation, and on the other a 
universal controlling authority with power to 
inquire into and to remedy grievances. We 
would not recommend the first without the 
second, and at the same time we would not 
recommend the second without the first as a 
complete remedy for the evils that exist.” 


The Commission differentiated Irish 


from British railways, and advocated | 


extensive and even universal amalga- 
mation ; that that was, at any rate, to 
he fostered in every possible way, and 


accompanied by control in the interest , 


of Ireland, which was purely an agri- 
cultural country. It is to be noted 
that this Commission was appointed in 


1886, and reported in the year 1888, | 


that is to say at a date when the Members 
of the Government and hon. Gentlemen 
representing Irish constituencies were 
both pre-occupied with questions of 


other than those of an economic interest. | 


And so it fell out in 1892, when the 


| far been able to adduce. 

| I am very glad we have had this debate. 
|The ‘subject is one which deserves the 
| consideration of all parties in the House, 
but I cannot disguise the fact that it is 
interlocked with other economic ques- 
tions in Ireland. It is interlocked with 
the land question, and so long as that 
question is in an unsettled state, and 
so long as we do not get from either 
the landlords or the tenants, and still 
less from both combined, the pressure 
which we would get from England or 
Scotland on other economic questions, 
it is difficult to make progress with these 
other economic questions. Again, it is 
interlocked with the education ques- 
tion, and it is difficult to expect further 
and useful developments of transit faci- 
lities until you have in Ireland a higher 
standard of education, and particularly 
of technical education. These economic 
'problems would emerge, whatever the 
Government of the country might be. 
'The hon. Member who seconded the 
resolution said: “‘ You insist on govern- 
ing us; give us Home Rule and we will 





Railway Charges Act was passed. At/ settle all these problems.” I believe 
that time most of us were absorbed in a| that anyone who has listened to this 
great political struggle, and it is one of | debate, or who has given a moment's 
the difficulties of Irish administration | consideration to the other two subjects 
that whenever economic problems come | to which I have referred, will feel that 
to a head some political or constitutional | there must be a common exchequer if 








311 Irish Railway Rates 


re toawie a del ether with the question 
of transit facilities, or with the land 
question, or with the education question. 
Therefore I am confronted with the very 
difficulty which hon. Members from Ire- 
land would have to meet. 

I need not discuss as to whether we 
owe, or do not owe, some large sum of 
money to Ireland. There are some people 
who hold that under the Act of Union we 
are under a special obligation to give eco- 
nomic assistance to Lreland in this matter, 
and have not done so; and there are 
some who hold the view that we have 
more than done our duty in that respect. 
[ can leave these recriminations on one 
side. As a Unionist, and above all as an 
Imperialist, 1 may point out that Ireland 
is one of three ancient kingdoms, with a 
large, though Lregret to say,a diminishing 
population. It is an agricultural and a 
poor country, which demands develop- 
ment at our hands, even more than, say, 
Cyprus or the West Indies, because of 
its very proximity to our shores, and its 
close historic associations with Great 
Britain. Although it is not necessary 
to enter into any argument as to the 
financial relations of the two countries in 
considering this question, it still remains 
that any economic question brought 
forward such as this deserves, and will 
always obtain, careful and sympathetic 
consideration from any Unionist Govern- 
ment. 


Mr. MOONEY (Dublin Co., 8.) said 
that the hon. Gentleman who seconded 
the Amendment, and the Chief Secretary, 
had declared that we were in the same 
position as in 1888. So far as he could 
make out, the only important point 
brought forward by the Chief Secretary 
was that this was not an opportune time 
‘to go into the question of Lrish economic 
grievances. Well, if the right hon. Gen 
tleman waited until such time as he con- 
sidered it opportune to raise these ques- 
tions and to deal with them, the Govern- 
ment would find that there were no 
traders left in the country, because the 
Irish railways were killing Irish trade 
and stifling Irish industry as fast as they 
could. It had been found that many 
articles could be produced far cheaper in 
Ireland than in England, but the English 
manufacturers, in consequence of pre- 
ferential railway and steamboat rates, 


Mr. Wyndham. 
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could introduce their goods into Ireland 
at a lower rate than Irish goods could be 
forwarded from towns only twenty miles 
away. The firm of Guinness, the brewers, 
did a large trade with England and the 
North of Ireland, but they found it far 
cheaper to ship their goods from the 
North of Ireland to England, and reship 
them to Derry, than to send them direet 
there from Dublin. The right hon. 
Gentleman said that they should wait 
for the development of the new Agricul- 
tural and Technical Instruction Depart- 


and Charges, 


'ment, and he referred to the new powers 


that Department had taken to appear 
The 
Railway Commissioners were very little 
known in Ireland, and were a body which 
was very hard to get at, and the result 
was that the unfortunate trader, knowing 
little or nothing about the Railway Com- 
missioners, preferred to lose his money 
rather than engage in a futile and costly 
attempt to get redress at the hands of 
the Railway Commissioners. It was dis- 
appointing that the right hon, Gentle- 
man the Chief Secretary, while stating 
that the time was not opportune to deal 
with this question, gave no indication 
whatever when this important question 
would receive consideration. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 
S.): We have had a very remarkable 
and suggestive debate, but I think that 
before it closes someone ought to stroke 
the t’s and dot the is. In the first 
place, | think it is very remarkable that 
no Irishman on this side of the House could 
be found willing to move the Amend- 
ment, which I understand His Majesty's 
Government are going to support. That 
duty has devolved upon my hon. friend the 
Member for Peckham. My hon. friend 
does his work well, and is always ready to 
step into the gap; and Iam delighted to 
find that a:though he does not pretend 
to know anythisig about Irelaxd or Imsh 
Railways, he was able to fill up three- 
quarters of an hour of the valuable time 
of the House. The first thing I wish to 
have noted is that, so far as Ireland is 
concerned, on both sides of the House 
there is absolute unanimity as regards 
its railway system. Now, we had, | say 
it frankly, a very sympathetic and sugges- 
tive speech from my right hon. friend the 
Chief Secretary. One thing is to be noted 
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in regard to that speech. I once heard | use of comparing the two things! It is 
a previous Chief Secretary say that in| the same with the Irish railways. If 
distributing the patronage of Ireland he ‘the Government resolved to advance 
was often unable to give appointments | forty millions for the purchase of these 
to a certain class of the community because | railways the State would have an asset. 
of theirlack of fitness owing to the want | I have heard the greatest railway expert 
of education. That was said some years | in Ireland—a man who was until quite 
ago in this House; and now we have, | recently in the Government service—say 
eight years after that statement was | that he would give a clear four per cent. 
made, another Chief Secretary coming|on the Irish railways. These things 
forward and offering as an objection | ought to be known. 
to the motion befor e the _ House | As I have said, this has been a most re- 
that the question of education i8 | j,arkable debate. Let mesum up. Where 
anne *, ~ one pe gets 'do we stand after this debate? I ask the 
nga age nage ee S| House and the Chief Secretary to note 
Why, that a extraordinary ee | that nobody has ventured to defend the 
to — from the a ~saeaggane hg M 8 present Irish railway system. It is ad- 
gtigge ng Bee: — — | mitted to have all the vices and very few 
: 3 : ; : | of the benefits a railway system ought 
educational problem, poe Pape to confer upon a country. It is also 
the Government put aside all those | . be elegy EE RE 
feelings that nuad against a ee a merge gh ry Pea roth tony 
ment of the education question, | that bre Sian nto ieaerte alee 
and see that the Irish people should | |, influence in Ireland to discourage 
have just rae mgr 15s rey en | trade and to handicap and hamper 
to carry out the duties which other). 9). nT ae role te. 2 
people have to be imported to do? My | api Now be hat - the reipe Se 
ty thea pie |Is the remedy to sit down under this 
hon. friend the Member for Peckham | vicious system and to do nothing at all?: 
said another extraordinary thing. He | That is the first question I press on the 
tag rg ee es |Government. I do not altogether blame 
wk } , age | |the Government for not taking up the 
= ‘i ra ates : ne pon = betes get | question. The Chiet Secretary was per- 
eee See erie he | fectly right when he said that for fifteen 
purchase of the irish railways . ' | years we have had great constitutional 
loan of sixty millions for the Sout | questions before us, and that economic 
African war. He went further, because | questions have had to be set aside, and 
he hinted that the proposed expenditure | that, too, with the consent of hon. Gentle- 
of £120,000,000 on the purchase of |men opposite. [Cries from the Irish 
Irish land was open to the same objection. | benches of “ No.”] I say I do not blame 
I cannot understand it. In the one case | 4), Positimnissiak tia taabilinas eon 
os no proposal to “9p —— | past. It is quite true that the Govern- 
all. There is a proposal to as e | a 4 ia dans aC as aii 
Imperial credit for the — of the | ere oo Ro ery = gies a 
railways or the land, whereas the sixty}. Hg eae is aes 
millions for South Africa has been spent | a building light railways 
: g - | free of expense. But are we to do nothing 
= the coin of the realm and IS gone. | as the result of this debate? Is the result 
From my standpoint, it is rightly i to be a non possumus for the encourage- 
I can say that. [Cries from the Irish | ment of the present system ? The hon. 
benches : of No. ] Yes. That sixty | MemberforSouth Roscommon put forward 
millions is gone ; it has been added to the | three alternative ideas. I would advise 
National Debt, and there it will remain him to drop Mr. Challoner Smith, whose 
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until it is paid off by the British taxpayer. 
Although the money for the land pur- 


plan was that the fares and rates should 
be reduced one-half, and that the British 





chase would be added to the National | taxpayer should pay the difference. The 
Debt, it would be paid off by instalments | British taxpayer is a patient animal ; 
every year, and the State would receive | he would do a great deal for Ireland, 
as good interest for the loan as it receives | but he could not be expected to do that. 
for any other loan. What, then, is the| Another principle is that of State control 
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in the management of the Irish railways. 
I am sure something of the kind is 
needed, but I would like to see a plan 
that would work of State control over 
private trading concerns. We 
to the third proposal, that of State 
purchase. Now I admit that that is 


a large question, and I would not expect | 
‘the financial relations question, and the 
land question, and the Government 


the Government to give any reply to a 
proposition such as that right away, but 


I did expect—I say it fairly now—j 


that before my right hon. friend sat 
down 


Ireland, when there is room for all these 


economic questions to be discussed, and | 


when the people are anxious to discuss 
them, and are ready to listen to reason- 
able considerations, that some 


ment on this question, and that the House 
would have had some future opportunity 
of considering it. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): Every- 
one who has listened to the debate with 
profound interest must have been greatly 
disappointed at the speech of the Chief 
Secretary. He seems to have gathered 
the worst features of his predecessors 
in office. He spoke of a speech of a 
predecessor in 1874, and quoted from 
it words of sympathy to Ireland; but 
then he said that was only the gilding of 
the pill. That was true. No Chief 
Secretary ever meant anything. That 
was twenty-seven years ago, and the) 
right hon. Gentleman was only hum- | 
bugging Ireland. Then he came to the 
year 1888, and quoted from Sir James 
Allport’s Report, but, said he, there were | 
riots in Ireland, and again nothing could 
be done. Then in 1893 there were riots 
in Ireland, and again nothing could be 
done. But what are we waiting for now ? 
There is no political revolution going on | 
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come | 


he would have held out some | 
hope that, in a time of profound peace in | 
| settlement, in the same shameful manner. 


under- | 
taking would have come from the Govern- | 
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now. We are in a period of peaceful 
| Unionist Government, and yet the right 
hon. Gentleman has nothing to say, or 
if he has, he has lost his opportunity, 
If any proof were wanted, here it is, 
of the total incapacity of the House 


|to deal with the problems of Ireland, 


We have had the education question, 


have put them all off. And now there 
is the old question of the Irish railways, 
which has been before the House in the 
same form for sixty years, waiting for 


The Chief Secretary, after only three 
months experience of office, said that if 
we nationalised the railways in Ireland, 
we could not get [rishmen to work them. 
I say that is a shameful statement to 
make. There are as able railway mana- 
gers in Ireland as in this country. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: My object was 
to show that the education question was 
of importance in relation to the railway 
question. 


Mr. LOUGH: I take tke right hon. 
Gentleman’s own words. He said that 
you could not find men in Ireland to 
administer the railways if they were 
nationalised. I say that there are most 
excellent men. I could mention six men 
who could manage all the railways, and 
the right hon. Gentleman was only 
trifling with the subject. The question 
of the Irish railways is a very simple one, 
and could be dealt with as easily as any 
other, if the House were only serious 
about it. 


Question put. 
The House divided. 


Ayes, 90; Noes, 152. 
No. 166.) 
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Question proposed, “‘ That those words | MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE’s 


be there added :’—Debate arising. Objec- SISTER BILL. 
tion being taken to further Proceeding, 
the debate stood adjourned. 


Order for Committee read. 





| 
| Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich) : | 
set: ’ | beg to move, “ That it be an Instruction 
BANKRUPTCY (IRELAND). |to the Committee that they have power 
Return ordered, “ of Bankruptey Cases | to extend the Bill to the legalizing of 
closed by each of the Official Assignees marriage with a deceased wife’s niece,” 
in Ireland for the year ended the 31st 
day of December 1900, showing (1)} *Mr. SPEAKER: When the Committee 
number of Cases ; (2) class, gross assets ; stage of a Bill is called I am bound to 
(3) gross receipts; (4) payments to} Jeaye the chair unless there is a valid 
secured creditors ; (5) preferential pay- | Instruction on the Paper, and in my 
ments for rent, taxes, salaries, and allow- | opinion the Instruction of the noble 
ance to Bankrupt ; (6) legal and other | Lord is not a valid one. 
charges ; (7) remuneration to Official | 
Assignee ; (8) dividends; (9) balance ; | ; we a : : 
Bankrupt’s statement ; (10) gross assets ; | og Saget rat On a rong “ 
(11) liabilities; (12) amount of proofs | rants i pe RS gr sey a 
admitted.""—(Mr. Field.) | Bill ? It enables the Committee to enter 
upon a cognate subject. Would it not 
| therefore be in order ? 








NEW BILLS. 
ar Mr. ELLIS GRIFFITH (Anglesey) : 
ULSTER CUSTOM (No. 2). Is the noble Lord in order in arguing a 
Bill for the better enforcement of the | point of order ? 


Ulster Custom, ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. T. W. Russell, Mr. Hemphill,; *Mr. SPEAKER: This is a Bill to 


Mr. T. L. Corbett, and Dr. Thompson. remedy a specific alleged defect in the 
. : Mining Law. It has been treated as a 
ULSTER CUSTOM (No. 2) BILL. separate and distinct grievance for many 


“For the better enforcement of the| years. If this Instruction is to be 
Ulster Custom,” presented, and read allowed I do not see what there is to 
the first time ; to be read a second time | prevent other hon. Members moving 
upon Thursday 9th May, and to be Instructions with regard to every kind 
[Bill 154.] of relationship. There are sixty for- 

bidden degrees of relationship mentioned 
LAND RATING (ENGLAND AND WALES). | in the Table in the Book of Common 

Bill to provide for the separate assess- | Prayer. There would be nothing to pre- 
ment of Land and the rating for local | vent fifty-eight other hon. Members 
purposes of Land Values in boroughs | moving fifty-eight other Instructions. 
and urban districts in England and | This is a Bill to deal with one specific 
Wales, ordered to be brought in by Mr. question, and the Instruction is there- 
John Burns, Mr. Lloyd George, Mr. | fore out of order. 

Fletcher Moulton, Mr. Taylor, and Mr. 


printed. 


William Jones. Bill considered in Committee. 
LAND RATING (ENGLAND AND WALES) (In the Committee.) 
BILL. me 
“To provide for the separate assess-| (C]ause 1 :— 


ment of Land and the rating for local 
purposes of Land Values in boroughs and} Committee report Progress; to sit 
urban districts in England and Wales,” | again upon Wednesday 5th June. 
presented, and read the first time;, : 

to be read a second time upon Wednesday | Adjourned at a quarter after Twelve 
15th May, and to be printed. [Bill 155.] 


of the Clock. 








at the commencement of a Speech indicates revision by the Member. 


fn i4sterisk (*) 








Or 
for 
tri 
an 
col 
me 
anc 
to | 
Bil 


M 
mitt 
That 
the ( 
at he 
Re 
VC 





tee 


lid 
ny 


ble 


of 
my 
the 
ter 
not 


ga 


to 
the 


any 

be 
; to 
ing 
‘ind 
for- 
ned 
non 
pre- 
bers 
ons. 
cific 


ere- 


j sit 


velve 





fn Asterisk (") at the commencement of a Speech indicates revision by the Member. 





321 Petitions. {1 May 1901} Petitions. 32 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. PETITIONS. 


Wednesday, 1st May, 1901. amy 
AGRICULTURAL RATES ACT, 1896. 


; - Petition from Bermondsey, against 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. _ re-enactment ; to lie upon the Table. 


bo 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (MONEY) COAL. 
BILL. | Petition from Hoyland Silkstone, 
Xead a second time, and committed. —_ against proposed Customs Export Duty ; 
to lie upon the Table. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
TA Creare (ee Sy | COAL MINES (EMPLOYMENT) BILL. 
Bill to confirm certain Provisional | 
Orders of the Local Government Board | ; wa 
for Ireland relating to the Urban Dis- | a and Pontefract ; to lie upon the 
tricts of Londonderry and Kilkenny, | ~*~ 
and the Rural Districts of Cork, Ros-| LOCAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ 
common, Boyle No. 1, and Mount-| SUPERANNUATION BILL. 
mellick No. 1, ordered to be brought | Petition from London, in favour ; to 
in by Mr. Attorney General for Ireland lie upon the Table. 
and Mr. Wyndham. 


Petitions in favour, from Atherton ; 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO.- | aE Sane Sade 
VISIONAL ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. Petitions against, from Salisbury ; 
“To confirm certain Provisional and Buxton ; to lie upon the Table. 
Orders of the Local Government Board 
for Ireland relating to the Urban Dis) MERCHANDISE MARKS ACT (1887) 
tricts of Londonderry and Kilkenny, | AMENDMENT BILL. 
and the Rural Districts of Cork, Ros-, Petition from Birmingham, in favour ; 
common, Boyle No. 1, and Mount- to lie upon the Table. 
mellick No. 1,” presented accordingly, | : 
and read the first time; to be referred MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private} Petitions in favour, from Atherton ; 
Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 156.] _Cwmteg; Wyndham; Hyde; and 
| Pontefract Collieries ; to lie upon the 


LONDON UNITED TRAMWAYS. Table. 
Report [80th April] from the Select gape OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
Committee on Standing Orders read. SUNDAY BILL. 
Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. Petitions in favour, from Coventry ; 


Bull, Colonel Warde, and Mr. Goulding. Wakefield ; Clitheroe ; Appledore ; Bir- 
'mingham (two); Liverpool ; Newcastle- 
LLANDRINDOD WELLS WATER BILL. on-Tyne ; West Bridgford ; J. W. Brad- 
Reported [Parties do not procecd]; Re- ley and others ; Salisbury ; Pendleton ; 
port to lie upon the Table. | Wortham ; Loughton ; Moulton ; Gailey 
| (two) ; Streatham ; Westgate ; and Bris- 
LLANDRINDOD WELLS URBAN DISTRICT tol 3; to lie upon the Table. 
COUNCIL WATER BILL. | 
MANSFIELD CORPORATION BILL. | SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
Reported, with Amendments ; Report | __ CHILDREN BILL, 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. Petition from Hereford, against ; to 
‘lie upon the Table. 
PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP H). | Petitions in favour, from Ilfracombe; 
Mr. E..ior reported from the Com-| Ww, E, Perfect and another: Nelson 
mittee on Group H of Private Bills ; (three) ; Earlestown ; Finsbury ; Derby ; 
That, to meet the convenience of parties, | Ashton-on-Ribble ; Moteombe; Huck- 
the Committee had adjourned till Friday, | nall Torkard ; Glasgow ; Berrynarbor ; 
at half-past One of the clock. Pendleton ; and Marylebone ; to lie upon 
Report to lie upon the Table. the Table. 


VOL. XCII. ([Fourtu Sertges.] N 
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SALE OF [INTOXICATING Sy TO 
CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BIL 


Petitions in favour; Ayton Castle; 


Ayton (fourteen) ; Cawdor ; Farr ; Mid- | 
Calder ; Leith ; Inveresk ; Yarrow ; Gala- | 
shiels ; Dunlop ; Kildonan ; Falkirk ; : 


and Galgety ; ; to lie upon the Table. 


STANDING ORDERS (PRIVATE BILLS). 

Petition from Bermondsey, against 
alteration in respect of contents in case | 
of Tramway Bills ; to lie upon the Table. | 


STEAM ENGINES AND BOILERS 
(PERSONS IN CHARGE) BILL. 
Petition of the Mining Association of | 
Great Britain, against; to lie upon 


the Table. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS ACCOMMO- 
DATION, ETC. 


Ordered, That the Report and Minute, | 
of the Select Committe | 
on House of Commons Accommodation, | 
Session, 1894, be referred to the Select | 
Commons | 
Accommodation.—(Mr. Akers Douglas.) | 


of Evidence 


Committee on House of 





EDUCATION (YOUNG CHILDREN 
SCHOOL ATTENDANCE) (SCOTLAND) 
LL. 


[Seconp READING. ] 
Order for Second Reading read. 
Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): I feel 


sure that hon. Members who have 
been placed in the position I now happen 


to fill, that of moving the Second Reading | 


of an important measure, will sympathise 
in the feelings of satisfaction I experienced 
this morning on finding no _ hostile 
Amendment on the Order Paper. I take 
that circumstance as a good omen for the 
success in all its stages of the measure 
I am about to lay before the House, 
and trust instead of an Amendment for 
the Second Reading to take place this 
day six months, that on this day eight 
months the measure may become the 
law of the land to which it refers. 
It is not, however, surprising that there 
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the victory won. 
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_of which was admitted by the House two 
| years ago. The battle over the principle 
| with which this Bill deals has been fought 
jin this country, and, thanks to the 
| Act initiated by my hon. friend the 
'Member for South Shields in 1899, 
All that remains 
now is to allow the principle to be 


| extended to every part of the kingdom. 


The object of the Bill is toincrease 
| juvenile training by diminishing juvenile 
labour, and the only possible source of 


| contention is the method by which such 


_ raising the age. 


'an object should be carried out. The 


|promoters of the Bill approach the 
question of the method to be adopted 
with an absolutely open mind, and with 
not only a willingness but a desire in every 
way to meet the wishes of the Govern- 
ment. I trust, therefore, that the dis- 
cussion on the measure may be a short 
one, and that the consideration of any 
necessary Amendments may be reserved 
for Committee. There are two alterna- 
tive proposals for carrying out the ob- 
ject of the Bill, the first being that of 
raising the standard for exemption from 
attendance ; and the second, that of 
Both alternatives were 
purposely inserted. The Bill proposes 
to raise the standard for partial exemption 
from school attendance from the third 


'to the fourth, and from the fifth to the 


sixth for total exemption. As regards 


the age limit, the Bill proposes that for 


casual employment—that is, employment 
other than in factories and workshops—it 
should be raised from ten to eleven years, 
and for factory or workshop employ- 
ment from eleven to twelve years. Since 


'these alternative schemes have been be- 


fore the country opinion has ripened 
as to their comparative merits, and | have 
no hesitation in saying that the more 
I have studied the question, and the 
more I have heard the views of educa- 


‘tional experts, the more I am in favour 


of the raising of the age limit. The 
drawbacks to the system of raising 
the standard are many. To my mind 


‘one of the prinicipal is to be found 


should be no such opposition, seeing that | 


the great reason which influenced me, 
having been fortunate in the ballot, in 
choosing this measure to bring before the 
the House was that it is essentially a 
non-party measure, and one the principle 





in the escape from school of the very 
child whom it is most necessary and 
imperative to retain, namely, the clever, 
sharp child who is able to pass the 
standard at an early age, and who would 
benefit most by further training. | 
also recognise fully that by the system 
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of standards it is impossible to obtain; and Workshops Act (Amendment) Bill 
absolute uniformity of examinations, | introduced recently by the Home Secre- 
and besides that there is a very natural | tary. 

tendency amongst examiners to allow; lt now remains for me only to prove 
boys and girls to escape, so to speak, the necessity of this measure in Scot- 
by the skin of their teeth. The most land. It is true that in the Memorandum 
fatal objection to that system, however, | of the Bill it is stated that the Bill would 
is that it inculeates in the minds of | assimilate our law to that in England. 
parents an entirely false idea of the value | This is a well-worn argument, and, I am 
of education, namely, the idea that | afraid, very often a misplaced one. It 
when a child reaches a certain standard is sometimes used as a primary reason for 
its education is terminated. To my | carrying a measure, to the disregard of 
mind, when this is so, education is a_ the object sought to be secured. I would 
failure, for the chief object of all educa- be the last to put it forward as a valid 
tion should be to leave an impress on the reason for carrying a Bill, for I hold that 
mind of its non-finality, or that at least in Scotland we have our particular 
the only termination to it and to self- idiosyncrasies and characteristics, which 
culture is the grave. The promoters require separate and special legislation. 
of the Bill are therefore desirous of But in this case the argument is used for 
eliminating from the Bill the alternative a very different reason. The main 
of qualification by standards. The age. influence which obtained support for the 
limitation, however, is entirely free from Bill of my hon. friend the Member for 
these defects. It must come to all alike, South Shields was the feeling in the 
and with absolute certainty. I would like country that Great Britain was pledged 
to say that as regards raising the age to carry out the principle by the agree- 
from ten to eleven years for casual ment entered into at the Berlin Confe- 
employment, there is a slight drafting rence in 1890. Scotland is a not un- 
errorin the Bill in Clause 1, Sub-section 1, important part of Great Britain, and that 
which leaves a loophole for boys and | pledge cannot be considered as fully 
girls to escape from the regulations of | carried out until this principle is applied 
the Bill between their tenth birthday to the whole of the country. I would 
and the age stated in the Bill, but that | also point to the state of education in 
can be rectified in Committee, and I trust | foreign countries to show how necessary 
the House will overlook an error partly | this Bill is. In France the age limit is 
due to the complicated and uncodified | twelve years ; in Germany and Switzer- 
state of the law. As to the age limit | land it is thirteen ; and even countries 
being fixed at eleven years, it is only | of the educational standard of Russia 
on account of this being a private Mem-| and Portugal are ahead of us in this 
ber’s Bill that this is proposed in the | respect. Such a condition of affairs is 
intention of not asking too much, absolutely alarming. In the present 
but if it should be the wish of | state of keen competition French and 
the House or of the Government to | German statesmen are not likely to lose 
raise the age to twelve years, we| an opportunity of national development, 
should gladly have the utmost readi-| and they are prepared to compete with 
ness to accept such a change. The age | US On every point: except that of the 
of twelve years would be carrying out | employment of child labour. In that 
the Government proposition to a great | matter they leave this country, un- 
extent, because in Clause 14 of the Bill | happily for us, without any rival at all. 
introduced in the House of Lords last year | So far from their losing anything by 
by the Secretary for Scotland, twelve is | doing so, I believe that the secret of the 
stated emphatically as the age under | commercial supremacy of Germany is to 
which no child should be employed. | be largely found in the fact that among 
As regards the age for employment | all European nations she was about the 
in factories or workshops being raised | first to devote great attention and care to 
from eleven to twelve years, I cannot | the training of the youth of the nation. 
imagine there will be any discussion,| As regards the interests and needs of 
because that is the age at present before | Scotland itself, | may say that this Bill 
the House in Clause 23 of the Factory has not, perhaps, excited a large amount 
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of comment. For that there are several have left school, although under the legal 


reasons. In the first place, the public 
mind has this year been very much taken 
up by the Bill of my hon. friend the 
Member for Kincardineshire ; secondly, 
the distance of Scotland from the seat of 
legislation makes it always more difficult 
to arouse public opinion ; and thirdly, 
perhaps principally, the people of Scot- 
land look with confidence to the result 
of this Bill coming before the House, and 
do not imagine that there is any need of 
public agitation to secure the satisfaction 
of demands, the justice of which is 
recognised on all sides. In spite of 
this, however, not only school boards, 
but trades councils and town councils 
have petitioned in favour of the Bill, 
and it is a most significant fact that 
the principal support has been secured 
in towns and places in which the greatest 
amount of child labour is employed. | 
might also say that in Scotland there is 
a special reason for being careful of our 
children. At the Berlin Conference the 
Southern States of Europe were exempted 
from the arrangement with regard to the 
raising the age, on the ground that the 
climate is milder and maturity more 
quickly reached. In Scotland, 
our hard winters, it is more than ever 
necessary that young children should 
not have to turn out of their beds at. 
perhaps, half-past five in the morning, 


with | 


the necessity for care being greater than | 


in the milder climate of England. 


The only other point to which I wish 
to refer is the increase of juvenile labour. 
As regards the number of children 
likely to be affected by this Bill, I can 


give only the number of half-timers, both | 


in casual and factory employment. In 
1897 there were no less than 6,500 who 
would be directly affected by the Bill. 
That number is gradually diminishing, 
and in 1900 the number of half-timers 
had come down to 5,500. But at this rate 


of decrease it would be practically a whole | | . 
“They say that when children begin 


generation before the system died out, 
and I am sure the House would wish that 
it should cease long before that. But 
the number of half-timers is a very small 
portion of the actual number affected 
by the Bill. The larger number would 
be the children who are still at school, 
and yet employed in other occupations, 
and those who, having passed the fifth 
standard or obtained the merit certiticxte, 


Mr. Pirie. 


age of thirteen. The number of these 
two classes in Scotland is unknown, but 
some estimate can perhaps be made from 
the fact that, according to a Return 
issued to the House, the number of 
children in England and Wales similarly 
situated is something like 150,000. The 
wage-earning capacity of children is such 
a terrible temptation that it is recognised 
that nothing short of actual prohibition 
will deal effectually with the question. 
One bad feature is that it is not the 
needy and destitute parents, but the 
greedy and dissolute, who are the worst 
offenders. The evil was so great that 
public attention was drawn to it in 
Scotland three years ago by a meeting 
in Edinburgh of all the larger school 
boards. That School Board Conference 
was presided over by the Chairman of 
the Edinburgh School Board, who said— 

“The truth is, that the use of child labour 
has increased to an extent which demands 
serious attention. Except in strong cases of 
necessity, it should be discontinued, and even 
prohibited.” 
Sir John Cuthbertson, Chairman of the 
Glasgow School Board, said— 

“T believe that juvenile labour has been very 
largely augmented of late.” 


These statements show significantly the 
evils which have to be met. This Bill 
would meet these evils, and also, to a 
certain extent, remedy the deficiencies 
in our educational system. That system, 
at present, may be described as a series 
of gaps. There is the gap between the 
day school and the continuation school ; 
there is the gap between the continuation 
school and the secondary school; and 


there is the gap between the secondary 


school and the technical school. By 
dealing with the first of these gaps the 
evil will be very greatly minimised. 
Teachers in the higher subjects acknow- 
ledge with dismay the detrimental effect 
of this system of gaps upon children. 


the study of the higher subjects after a 
gap of a year, they sometimes have to be 
re-taught the multiplication table, while 
if there is a gap of two or three years the 
children frequently lose the power of 
reading and writing. The reason is that 
these subjects have been taught before 
the minds of the children are fully de- 
veloped, and the impressions made are: 
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not retained. Modern conditions of life | deal to answer for in lengthening discus- 


demand the very reverse of the present 


system. We are living in an age of high 
pressure. Insanity is increasing; the 
urban population is increasing; the 


physical standard of the race is declining. 
It is, therefore, all the more necessary 


that we should do all we can to bring | 


up the future generation in such a way 
as to give them every chance of becoming 
better and stronger men. I trust that 
the House and the Government will 
acquiesce in the Second Reading of this 
measure, for I believe that if it is passed 
it will relieve thousands of helpless chil- 
dren, and enable them to grow up in a 
greater hope of leading lives conducive 
to virtue and strength. Education 


that quarter. 


sions in this House, because it is worth 
the while of anybody with a'mouth to try 
to blow them back again. However, 
on this occasion I am inclined to think 
that the draught of doctrine is likely to be 
entirely in one direction, and that there 
is consequently not much to fear from 
This Bill is an extremely 


short one. Apart from the clause which 


‘limits its extent to Scotland, and that 


which endows it with a name by which it 
will never be known, it really consists of 
one clause, divided into two sub-sections, 
the second of which contains the kernel 
of the Bill, namely, the proposal to raise 


the age of half-timers from eleven years 


should be looked upon as the paramount. 


interest of families and of the State. All 
great truths are apt to grow trite, but 
let us never forget our obligation as a 
nation to regard education as the most 
important Object of society, to be treated 
without stint and with utmost generosity. 
I cannot conclude with more striking 
words on this subject than those of a 
minister of the Gospel, whose beliefs and 
writings are as yet more known in the 
United States than here, unhappily to 
our disadvantage. I allude to Dr. 
William Channing, who, writing of his 
own ministry, says, much as we respect 
such ministry, ‘‘we believe that it even 
must yield in importance to the office of 
training the young.” I beg to move the 
Second Reading of this Bill. 


*Sir J. STIRLING-MAXWELL (Glas- 


to twelve. It is quite unnecessary to 
enter into any discussion of the merits of 


‘that proposal, because it has received 


so recently the almost universal assent 
of the House. For the benefit of those 


who have weak knees I may say, however, 


that this proposal, in precisely the same 
form, was part of a Government measure 
last year, and met with no opposition, 
the measure being withdrawn for other 
reasons. When I turn back to the first 
sub-section, especially if I compare it with 
the proposal made with a similar object 


‘in the Bill of last year, my satisfaction is 


/ simplest possible way, 


gow, College): I rise to second the | 


motion. A Scotch debate, especially on 


a Wednesday afternoon, is always an | 


inspiring scene, and to you, Sir, after 
the many hours of frivolous and noisy 
discussion of English and Irish affairs, 
the seriousness which distinguishes Scotch 
debates must be a welcome relief. It 
would not be necessary to say anything 
at all upon the Second Reading of this 


Bill were it not for the fact that some | 
hon. Members, especially, I fear, on this | 
side of the House, who were warmly | 
amended by this Bill, I look forward to 


disposed towards this measure at first, 
have, under some unaccountable and 
unfriendly influence, shown signs re- 
cently of becoming cold. Hon. Members 
who are uncertain in their own minds, 


and therefore inclined to be blown about | tion of standards. 


not quite so great. But this is a private 
Member’s Bill, and every such Bill, if 
its promoter has any sincere wish to pass 
it into law, must be drafted in the 
and make the 
smallest possible amendment of the 
existing law which will secure the object 
in view. This Bill is distinctly inferior 
in two particulars to the measure intro- 
duced by the Government last year. 
The system which this Bill proposes to 


apply to the exemption of children from 
school attendance is extremely rigid, and 
/as the conditions become more exacting 


a rigid system becomes more tiresome, 
and the want of elasticity is more felt. 
The Government measure had _ the 
double advantage of being at once more 
rigorous and more elastic than the pre- 
sent proposal, and I say frankly that, 
though I should be glad to see the law 


the Government proposal as the ideal 


_ which we may hope to reach hereafter. 


Another advantage of the Government 
proposal was that it got rid of the applica- 
I think all those who 


by every wind of doctrine, have a great | are promoting this Bill are in sympathy 
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with the desire of the Government and 
of the Education Department, that the 
use of standards should largely disappear, 
and they would be very glad to see their 
object effected without buttressing anew 
a system which they wish to see swept 
away. Having said that, there is little 
more to say. No one must interpret the 
introduction of this Bill as a criticism 
upon the conduct of the Scotch Educa- 
tion Department. Nothing is further 
from our minds. I do not suppose that 
that Department stands in any need of a 
testimonial from me. but I know of no 
public Department which conducts its 
business better than the Scotch Educa- 
tion Department. or more thoroughly 
understands the needs of those whom 
it looks after. or has more entirely gained 
their confidence. This Bill is intro- 
duced in the most friendly spirit to 
that Department, and we are ready to 
withdraw the measure at once if the 
Government will do on their own account 
that which we are seeking todo. I hope 
hon. Members will vote for the Bill, and 
that the Government will give it their 
support, so that the small, but not 
unimportant, proposal which it contains 
may be carried into law. 


Motion made. and Question proposed, | 


“That the Bill be now read a second 
time. —(Mr. Pirie.) 


THe LORD ADVOCATE ( 
GRAHAM Murray. Buteshire): The hon. 
Member who moved the Second Reading 
of this Bill desired only a short discussion, 
and in order as far as possible to assist 
in the attainment of that desire, I rise at 
once to give the House the views of the 
Government in regard to the Bill. The 
Memorandum attached to the Bill con- 
tains four propositions or statements. 
The first is, on the face of it, an obvious 
one, namely, that the object of the Bill 
is— 

“to raise the standard for partial exemption 
from school attendance from the third to the 
fourth, and for total exemption from the fifth 
to the sixth.” 

That could scarcely go very far wrong. 
The second statement is that the Bill— 
** provides that no child may be employed in 
any casual employment under the age of eleven, 
instead of ten as at present,” 

and no doubt that correctly expresses 
the wishes of the framers of the Bill. | 


Sir J. Stirling-Mazwell. 
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The third statement, again, is no doubt 
true ; but the fourth, that the Bill 

‘* would assimilate the law in Scotland to that 
which has been attained in England by Mr. 
Robson’s Act,” 

is absolutely inaccurate. I shall refer 
to these matters when I come to the Bill 
in detail, but in the meantime I wish to 
examine what is the real idea which 
underlies this attempt at legislation. 
Here I must say at once that Mr. Rob- 
son’s Act was commonly called “the 
Half-timers Act,’ but the half-timer 
question is really almost no question at 
all in Scotland. The system has not 
flourished there, although at one time 
it prevailed to a certain extent. At the 
present time it has practically dis- 
appeared, so that the half-timer ques- 
tion is not a question in which we in 
Scotland are really interested. 

But the question in which, I think, 
we are all interested is the educa- 
tional question, and the views of 
educationalists upon this subject were 
very well brought out by the Conference 
which has been already referred to. 
There, undoubtedly, the unanimous 
testimony of those who are practically 
engaged in the work of Scotch education 
was that there was a most deplorable 
waste of educational opportunity by the 
fact that children were taken away 
from school at such an early age, that 





' the impressions made upon their minds 
Mr. A. | h P } 


became only transitory instead of per- 
manent, and that, therefore, they lost 
the advantage of the educational system 
in vogue. It was particularly empha- 
sised that the system of exemption by 
means of examination takes from school 
the very children you wish most to 
benefit, because it is quite evident that 
a clever child will be able to pass any 
standard at a comparatively early age. 
In other words, the child who is most 
likely to benefit by education if kept at 
school is the very first to be put outside 
the educational door. There is another 
matter. Of course, this question of 
standards and examinations is a matter 
which must be taken along with the 
general policy of the Scotch Education 
Department, in regard to which I am 
glad that so generous testimony has been 
borne by the hon. Baronet the Member 
for the College Division of Glasgow. 
Hon. Members are well aware that during 
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the last few years it has been the studied 
policy of the Department to go rather 
by general efficiency than by individual 
results as shown in the examination of 
particular scholars. If, however, you 
are going to have exemption by means 
of examination, that examination must 
be an individual examination, and, 
consequently, to a certain extent, you 
will come in conflict with the general 
policy of the Department. 

But there is something else which I 
think is even more important. I do not 
know that I have ever heard a word of 
disapproval in any educational debate in 
this House within the last few years of a 
system inaugurated by the Department, 
namely, that of granting merit certifi- 
eates. The merit certificate has been 
looked upon as the goal of that stage of 
educational life. That merit certificate 
can be kept effective chiefly for the 





reason that there is nothing statutory 


{1 May 1901} Aétendance) (Scotland) Bill. 334 


may say, is entirely borne out by the 
measured opinion of the Conference to 
which I have alluded, is that it is far 
better to deal with this matter by age 
than by standard. Hon. Members are 
aware that in the Government Bill of 
last year, which, unfortunately, there 
was not time to pass into law, we dealt 
very drastically with this subject, raising 
the age below which it would not be 
lawful for any person to be employed to 
twelve years, and practically abolishing 
the labour certificate altogether, and at 
the same time giving a certain amount 
of elasticity by granting certain dis- 
pensing powers to school boards. That, 
we think, is the best system in the 
educational interests of the country, and 
that is the system which we hope will 
very shortly become law. No doubt the 
condition of business in the House this 
session does not afford any material 
prospect of our being able to effect that 


in it, and, therefore, it is not liable to be | object this year, but it may be taken that 
whittled down in the way in which, | the Bill of last year embodies our settled 


according to the ordinary necessities of 
life, any statutory test is liable to be 
whittled down. It can be kept up to 
such a high standard of efficiency as | 
general educational opinion will justify. 
Now. undoubtedly, if you have any other 
examination which at all approaches 
that for the merit certificate, and be- 
comes, So to speak, a competitor with it, 
you will injure the merit certificate. It 
is a tendency of human nature that you 
cannot afford to disregard, that if there 
are two things which are looked upon 
in popular opinion as not having very 
very much difference between them, a 
great many of the lazier people will be 
content with the worse of the two. 
Therefore, one great disadvantage of 
attempting to deal with this subject by 
the method merely of raising the stan- 
dard below which the exemption certifi- 
cate will/not be given, is that by so doing 
you would be very likely to do a great 
deal of harm to the merit certificate. 
But, even although you do raise the 
standard, you really will effect practically 
nothing. There would be very little 
practical difference between scraping 
through an examination for an exemp- 
tion certificate, whether that standard 
was the fifth or the sixth. Accordingly, 
the view which the Education Depart- 
ment hold very strongly, and which, I 








policy, and that that Bill, or, at any rate, 
the portions of it dealing with this 
matter (which, I may say in passing, 
really met with no opposition), will be 
very shortly re-introduced. 

Having now given my views on that 
general point, I come to the Billitself. As 
the hon. Member says, the subject is a 
little complicated. I do not want to be 
hard on the Memorandum, as the hon. 
Member is neither a draftsman nor a 
lawyer. But when I see among the 
names at the back of the Bill that of the 
distinguished lawyer sitting at the end 
of the Front Opposition Bench (the hon. 
Member for Dumfries Burghs) I do really 
wonder at the mistakes which have been 
made. In order that the House may 
understand the bearing this Bill has upon 
the present law, I think it is well to show 
exactly how both the English and the 
Scotch systems stand, because really 
they do not proceed upon quite the same 
lines. In regard to the English system, 
the matter began, so far as I am con- 
cerned, with the Elementary Education 
Act of 1870. By that Act it is made per- 
missible for the school boards to frame 
bye-laws which shall direct that parents 
must give their children education 
between the ages of five and thirteen. 
These bye-laws must contain provisions 
for partial and total exemption to be 
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attainable upon passing some educational 
standard which the bye-laws themselves 
describe. There are two points to be 
noticed there. In the first place, it is 


done by the bye-laws of the school boards ; 


and, in the second place, the particular 
standard is a standard fixed by the 
bye-law. In other words, the standard 
as provided by the Act of 1870 is not 
uniform: it may be one thing in one 
place, and another thing in another place. 
The House will notice that the only way, 
so far as the Education Act is concerned, 
in which the employment of children is 
touched is by the necessity for education ; 
that is to say, a parent is compelled by the 
bye-law to give his child education ; his 
employment is not actually prohibited. 
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| whether, in what is purely an educational 
| Bill, we should deal with what really is 
purely a factory matter, and whether we 
\Shoull not be content to deal with the 
educational interests dealt with in Mr. 
| Robson’s Act. That is how the matter 
stands in England. 

Now let us see how the matter stands 
in Scotland. In Scotland the beginning 
| was the Act of 1872. Probably that Act 
| was affected by the Elementary Education 
| Act of 1870, and it originally went upon 
| the lines of the Act of 1870. It did not 
| prohibit the employment of children, but 
| it placed upon the parent the duty of pro- 
| viding education between the ages of five 
_and thirteen. The only way in which 


it dealt with the employer was that, under 





Of course the two things, to a certain | Section 72, any person who took into his 


extent, are incompatible, but the House | 
It does not | was to be for the purposes of the Act in 


doubtless sees what I mean. 
act by direct prohibition. In 1893 | 
the provision was altered by the raising | 
of the age at which a partial or total | 
exemption certificate could be obtained 
from ten to eleven years. Then, in 1899, 
by the Act which we call by the name 
of the hon. Member for South Shields, 
the Robson Act, the age was raised from 
eleven to twelve. There is also a pro- 
vision for what is known as a “ dunce’s 
certificate,’’ which is equivalent to what 
used to be known as a sort of charity 
remove ; that is to say, if you could not 
get a remove by your own exertions, 
after being so long in a form you had 
to be put into the next form. So with 
the “dunce’s certificate”; the scholar 
need never have passed in anything, but 
if he has been a certain amount of time 
in the place, and made so many school 
attendances, he is given exemption. 
What I want the House to notice is that 
Mr. Robson’s Act does not touch the 
Factory Acts at all. The hon. Baronet 
who seconded the Second Reading 
said the really crucial part of the 
Bill was Sub-section 2 of Clause 1, 
and that it dealt with half-timers. 
Sub-section 2 does not deal with half- 
timers at all. It is a direct alteration 
of the Factory Acts. The sub-section 
may be right or it may be wrong, but it 
has no sponsor in Mr. Robson’s Act, | 





‘employment a child under those ages 


loco parentis, and have imposed upon him 
the same duty of providing education as 
was imposed upon the natural parent. 


'Then in 1878, by one of the amending 


Education Acts, that metnod was de- 
parted from, and another principle 
adopted. By Section 5 of that Act it 
was provided that no person should, 
after the passing of the Act, take 
into his employment any child under 
the age of ten, or who, being of the 
age of ten and not more than 
fourteen, had not obtained a certificate 
that he could write and read. There 
seems to me to have been a little drafting 


‘slip in this sub-section, and the result of 


this Bill, if it is passed as it stands, will be 
somewhat contradictory, for an employer 
will be able to keep a person between the 
age of ten and eleven years for the whole 
time in employment without any restric- 
tion, and, after having enjoyed all the 
freedom of a British workman till eleven 
years of age, after passing that age that 
person will find himself under educational 
restriction again. The Act of 1883, 
which is the one we are under at the 
present time, altered partial exemption 
from mere reading and writing to the 
passing of Standard III., and it fixed the 
passing of Standard V. for total exemp- 
tion. This Bill proposes to raise those 
standards, and I have already given to the 





because Mr. Robson’s Act does not deal | House the reasons why I am entirely 
with that subject at all. When we come | against that course ; but I am not, on the 
to the Committee stage, I should suggest | other hand, against the question of 
that it is a matter for consideration raising the age. As the object of the 
Mr. A. Graham Murray. 





337 


pron 
hon¢ 
whit 
effec 
up a 
Bill. 
the 
behi 
Men 
this 
mise 
althe 
ut 
Und 
this 
that 
time 


Sr 
Burs 
Gent 
have 
regal 
prefi: 
youn 
else | 
the 1 
my | 
the « 
At 
Mem 
soure 
Advo 
mucl 
that 
fault 
of th 
critic 
in Co 
able 
the c1 
was 1 
that 
Bill i 
to-da 
econcu 
main 
Bill h 
wish 
it sha 
to th 
Iam 
has ix 
That 
and j 
as I 1 
in Co 
as is | 
Gover 








336 


nal 
7 is 
we 
the 
Mr. 
ter 


ids 
nD g 
Act 
on 
on 
10t 
ut 








337 .. Education (Children {1 May 1901} Attendance) (Scotland) Bill. 238 


promoter of the Bill is evidently entirely; If this is so, I think the right 
honourable, though the methods by hon. Gentleman, looking at the sub- 
which he carries it out are not entirely stance and not at the details of the 
effective, I do not think we ought to take | Bill, will be disposed upon reflection 
up a non possumus attitude towards the | to give the measure even more benevo- 
Bill. I do not propose to divide against | lent assistance than he has. promised. 
the measure myself, or to advise those | Observe for a moment what the question 
behind me to do so. I hope the hon. | is. The Lord Advocate has not con- 
Member will understand that by taking | cealed from the House the fact that 
this attitude I am not making any pro- | this is a matter of real importance, and 
mise to give the Bill particular facilities, it is felt by everybody to be a matter 
although I can assure him that I shall | greatly affecting Scotland. Last year 
put no obstacle in the path of the Bill. | a Bill was brought in by the Govern- 
Under these circumstances, and upon | ment, and it was by reason of want 
this understanding, I am quite willing | of time alone that that Bill was aban- 
that the Bill may be now read a second | doned. It was not subjected to any 
time. hostile criticism, and the situation that 
arose last year was that, having a Bill 

Sir ROBERT REID _ (Duniries | of real importance educationally affec- 
Burghs): I feel that the right hon. | ting Scotland, where we all take the 
Gentleman the Lord Advocate may | deepest interest in education, and where 
have some ground for his qyiticism in, we flatter ourselves that we set an 
regard to the Memorandum which is! example to other parts of the United 
prefixed to this Bill. When I was very | Kingdom, we were, from want of time, 
young I was advised that, whatever unable to pass that Bill into law. Now 
dse I might deem it advisable to back, the Lord Advocate tells us again that 
the thing I should avoid was backing | similar circumstances have arisen, and 
my friend’s Bill. I have now realised | that there is no time this session to pass 
the danger of neglecting that advice. | the Bill, which he himself is in favour of, 
At the same time, although the and which represents the settled policy 
Memorandum has been a_ fruitful of the Government on this important 
source of merriment to the Lord question. There are circumstances 
Advocate, and has provided him with | which it would be foreign to the par- 
much excellent chaff, I do not think ticular discussion on this Bill to go 
that there is much in it to find into which now arise, and which suggest 
fault with. As regards the drafting | various reflections with regard to the 
of the Bill, he has certainly made one manner in which Scotch business has 
criticism which will be duly considered been treated, and must necessarily be 
in Committee, and, as far as have been treated, for some time. 1 do not intend 
able to follow him, it seems tome that to dwell upon this point, but 1 am sure 
the criticism of the right hon. Gentleman hon. Members will feel that it is some- 
was well founded. But let me say here what hard that we are not able to get 
that it is the substance, after all, of the | what we want this year from the Govern- 
Bill in which the House is interested ment, for exactly the same reason which 
today. I think there is a pretty general | prevented us getting it last year. | 
concurrence of opinion in regard to the do not want to import into this dis- 
main object which the framers of this cussion anything calculated to retard 
Bill have at heart, and I think it is the | the progress of this Bill, and I do not 
wish of the promoter of this Bill that ;mean to enter upon the general ques- 
it shall be assimilated as much as possible tion. It is the case that there is a con- 
to the Government Bill of last year. siderable part of this Bill which is not 
Iam certain that my hon. friend who controversial. That being so, I wish to 
has introduced this Bill has that wish. make to the right hon. Gentleman a 
That is the purpose we have in view, | practical suggestion. If he cannot find 
and if the Second Reading is granted, time this year for the Government Bill 
as I trust it will be, it will be our desire to be brought forward, I think the 
in Committee to assimilate it as much Government ought to give us what 
as is practicable to the measure of the assistance they can in carrying this 
Government. Bill with the necessary Amendments. 
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That is the practical suggestion which 
| make. 1 am very glad to hear that 
the Lord Advocate is not going to oppose 
the Second Reading of the Bill, but 
let him go further in his efforts, and 
induce the Government to give every 
facility for carrying this measure into 
law. 


*Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire): I 
am glad that my learned friend has 
intervened in this debate. He has 
stated that there is really not very much 
upon which the Lord Advocate can 


found his rather merry strictures with | 
this | 


regard to the Memorandum of 
Bill. 
myself the scapegoat, for I am the person 
responsible for the Memorandum. I 


do not think there is much difference 


hetween saying the effect of our Bill) 


would be to amend the Factory Acts by 


raising the age of half-timers and saying | 
the effect of our Bill would be to keep | 


children at school up to a certain age, 


and so keep them out of the factory. | 


That is the whole difference between 
this Bill and the Bill of the hon. Member 
for South Shields. In spite of the 
statement of the hon. Member for the 


College Division of Glasgow, that the | 


question of half time is not in dispute, 
I venture to intervene for a very few 
minutes in this debate in order to lay 
one or two considerations before the 
House. I think it is well to consider 
what are the grounds of the opposition 
to this class of legislation. Opposition, 
in some degree, there always is. It is 
often said that the poverty of the 
parent is the real reason why you should 
allow these children to work. Upon 
this point I would like to quote the 
opinion of a gentleman who has had 
considerable experience of Dundee, which 
is a most important centre where these 
children are employed, a gentleman 
who earned the respect of all classes of 
the community—lI allude to Mr. Wilson, 
the Inspector of Factories, who was five 
years at Dundee. The conclusion he 
came to about this question of poverty 
was this. He says, speaking of illegal 
employment of children— 

* Although dire poverty tempts certain par- 
ents to assist themselves through the illegal 
work of their children, the majority of the per- 


sons proceeded against are of the worst possible 
character. The case of the children is indeed 


Sir Robert Reid. 


{COMMONS} 


I am perfectly ready to make | 
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a pathetic one. They are taught deception from 
the ‘very outset, get little or no education, are 
compelled to labour the full factory hours, and 
their hard-won earnings snatched from their 
hands as they emerge from the factory gates,” 


The parents display inordinate greed, and 
utter disregard to the child’s mental, 
moral, and physical welfare. We are 
asked to trust the judgment of parents 
of this sort, and we are told to listen 
to their ery of poverty. Then it is often 
stated that unless you train these 
children at the factory at an early age 
you will never teach them to earn their 
| bread. I think my hon. friend will bear 
me out when I say that at every age at 
| which it has been proposed to raise the 
age for work, it has been argued that 
unless they commence work at that par- 
ticular age they will never learn any- 
thing. But do these children really learn 
a trade which they can follow when they 
get older? I shall leave this question 
fora moment, as I want to consider one 
'much wider. I dissent from those who 
‘define education as being merely the 
industrial education of the child. A 
child should have something wider and 
broader upon which to found his future 
' life. 

I am aware that there is a school of 
thought which considers that it is a 
_mistake to educate children generously. 
They agree with the old gentleman who 
had bad language written upon his gate- 
| posts, and who grumbled that education 
_had done nothing to improve the bad 
| language, the only difference being that 
|now it was correctly spelt. But that 
|is not, I think, the frame of mind of 
'most hon. Members. And those who 
| dissent will probably feel with me that 
' you cannot educate these children unless 
| they are in good health. These Dundee 
‘children are employed in jute mills in 
| the spinning and preparing departments. 
\In the spinning department there is 
/undue heat and moisture, and in the 
‘carding department there is a great 
' deal of dust which it is difficult to get rid 
of. Mr. Wilson, to whom I have alluded, 
has come to the definite conclusion, 
after taking statistics of their weight and 
height, that the children employed in 
these mills are a more diminutive race 
than are to be found in any part of the 
country, and they are lower in physique 
than even the children in Lancashire. 
Mr. Wilson is a man of moderation, and he 
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began by stating that it would be possible, 
if you combined clean, light, and nice 
work for these children with kindly and 
considerate employers and decent work- 
shops or factories, that those conditions 
might do no harm to the children. But 
those conditions are almost impossible to 
find together, and you never do get them, 
and the result is that the children lose 
flesh and colour, or put on little weight, 
and grow very slowly. Then to return 
to their industrial future. What is 
the actual prospect? They do not 
learn a trade which they can practise, 
when they grow up. They leave 
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for South Shields, used these words. He 


said— 

“This was no doubt an oversight, and will, 
I assume, be presently rectified, but the wider 
question of the general propriety of such labour 
in any form will still remain unanswered even 
when that is done. 


This question still remains unanswered, 
and many reforms of this kind 
remain to be carried out. The Govern- 
ment has done very little, and it 
is not long since the Vice-President of 
the Council on Education pointed to a 
most astonishing condition of child 
labour throughout the country. I claim 





the factory at the age of fourteen, 
fifteen, or sixteen years, and they obtain 


employment as casual labourers, or | 


they enter the ranks of the unemployed. 
A little later they marry the women 
who do the spinning, and become 
nothing but the professional husbands of 
the jute and flax spinners. This ques- 
tion, in its intimate association with the 


for this Bill that it is modest and mode- 
rate ; that it has been put forward by hon. 
Members in a moderate manner, and 
| that it is long overdue. It is a measure 
| which is demanded by a large majority 
| of the middle and working classes, and 
|it will remove a stigma under which 
|the nation now rests; any step which 


| Parliament takes to abolish the demoralis- 


high rate of infant mortality, is receiving | ing tendencies of child labour can only be 
the attention of the manufacturers | g national gain. 


themselves, of the medical officer of | 
health of Dundee, and I hope of the Town | *Mr. COCHRANE (Ayrshire, N.): I 


Member who 


*Mr. TENNANT: What is the educa- | 





Council. The number of unemployed |}... 
men who are living upon their wives has | a ee - alt 

: i.e | represents Dundee is rather inclined 
become an absolute bye-word. There is | ¢, quarrel with the statement of the hon. 
also an inordinate amount of infantile) \ember for Berwickshire as to the con- 
mortality owing to the long hours the | gition of things in Dundee. But I prefer 


women work, during which they | ¢, agree with the hon. Member who last 

neglect their children. They work 1] std teed tee tse in veeed-te tee 
ia « > 4 pages ce } ‘is om , ‘ . ; . 5 

this extent largely because their) matter. I think there is a great deal 


husbands have learned no trade—men 
who in their youth were _half-timers. 
I say that this is a situation which 


both in the social and political situation 
of Dundee which calls for improve- 
: : ; ment, and I hope that pari passu both 
is full of gravity, and dangerous | this political and social condition will 
to the State ;, more especially to towns improve before many years have passed. 
like Paisley and Dundee, and particu- | | desire to congratulate the hon. Member 
larly to the latter, where there exists an | who introduced this Bill. and also my 
economic condition of things which is! }on friend who seconded it. My hon. 
so bad as to be almost beyond the | friend described those hon. Members 
dreams of degeneracy. I believe my! of this House whose names appeared 
hon. friend the Member for Dundee will| on the back of this Bill as being vacil- 
bear me out in that. ‘lating creatures blown about by every 
'wind. [An Hon. MemsBer: Not crea- 

Stk JOHN LENG (Dundee): No, no. tures.] Vacillating members—I apolo- 

| gise to the House. My name does not 

appear on the back of the Bill, and that 
tional position? As far as the law goes enmtten — oe am wicker pegs ve 
‘ont sp 8°€S | its favour. I quite recognise the failings 

we are behind England. The Superin-} of the Memorandum explanatory of the 
tending Inspector of Factories for Scot- | Bill, and when I saw my right hon. 
land, referring to the exclusion of Scot-| friend the Member for Dumfries stand- 
land from the Bill of the hon. Member | ing at the Table in a white sheet 
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apologising to the House for having so 
far misled the House as to the 
contents of this Bill, I really had a 
great deal of sympathy for him. But 
I do not think the particular point 
raised in regard to the Memorandum 
is incapable of being remedied. The 
learned Lord Advocate pointed out 
a hiatus which appears between the 
ages of ten and_ eleven, under 
which the child would be under no 
control whatever. That is obviously 
outside the intention of the promoters 
of the Bill, and I feel certain that my 
right hon. friend on the other side of 
the House will introduce some very 
simple Amendment to meet this diffi- 
culty. 

Now I come to a very misleading 
description in the Memorandum of the 
Bill, which says :-— 

“This would assimilate the law in Scotland 


to that which had been attained in England by 
Mr. Robson’s Act.” 


I think that is entirely misleading, but 
it is perhaps a pardonable exaggeration 
to try and get some little political capital 
out of Mr. Robson’s Act, which was 
passed with the general consent of both 
sides of the House, and it seems to be 
the desire to claim for this Bill some of 
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the quickest and best of intellects—who 
passed the highest standard at an early 
age—were the very children who, 
having left school for one or two years, 
their education passed away from them 
and their minds had become practically 
a blank; and after two years absence 
from school they had to pass down as 
low as Standard III., whereas before 
they left school they had no difficulty 
in passing Standards V. or VI. These 
facts appeal to me very strongly. This Bill 
may have its imperfections, but I believe 
it can be made to meet some of these 
evils. I communicated with all the 
chairmen of the school boards in the 
constituency which I represent, and 
several of their various school boards met 
and discussed this Bill ; and although we 
have more half-timers in my constituency 
than I was aware of, all the school 
boards and large employers of labour 
who employ half-timers were _ per- 
|suaded that benefits to the children 
/would accrue from raising the age 
‘limit, and with one exception they all 
| gave their support to the principle of 
| this Bill. The hon. Member opposite said 
| that the half-time system was due to 
the greed of the parents, but I take ex- 
| ception to that statement. He said that 
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the credit which justly appertains to | the great inducement to the half-time 
Mr. Robson’s Act. I think, apart alto- | system was the wage-earning capacity 
gether from that attempted connection, | of the children. He knew that in 
that this Bill has merits of its own. It | Scotland parents were very often too 





aims at raising the age at which children 
can be employed, and it provides— 
“that no child may be employed in a factory 


or workshop under the age of twelve instead of 
eleven as at present.” 


On this side of the House we are bound 
to support such a proposal as that, 
because an exactly similar clause appears 
in a Bill introduced in this House by the 
Home Secretary which applies to the 
whole of the United Kingdom. That 
is one of the main provisions in this Bill, 
and I shall give it my cordial support. 
The evil of taking these children away 
from school before their education has 
had time to develop has been very well 
pointed out by the hon. Member oppo- 
site. The various chairmen of all the 
most important school boards of Scotland, 
at their meeting at Edinburgh to discuss 
this matter, gave their personal experi- 
ence upon this question, and they told us 


| ready to give way to the children’s wish 
| to leave school at the earliest possible 
‘age. The evils of taking young children 
away from school before their education 
has had time to have its due effect are 
very great. I do not feel that any 
| further advocacy of this Bill is required, 


and I shall give it my support. 


Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): Like my hon. friend 
who has just sat down, I am one of the 
few Scotch Members whose name is not 
on the back of this Bill. I am not, 
| therefore, equal to entering upon the 
controversy which rages over the Memo- 
randum. For my part I never read—or 
if I read Inever pay much attention to— 
Memorandums, for they have no legisla- 
tive effect, and they need no more to be 
regarded than the signboard of a place 
of refreshment which, in a thirsty 
moment, one is about to enter. As to 








how these children, some of them with 


Mr. Cochrane. 


making party capital out of this, I could 
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not exactly follow the hon. Member | have given a silent vote on this occasion 
opposite in regard to that statement. | if remarks had not been made with 
Those who support this Bill are about regard to Dundee which really call for a 


equally divided between the two sides of | 


the House, and there is, and has been, 
no attempt that I am aware of to make 
party capital out of it. I venture to 
make an appeal to Scotch Members to 
fulfil their real function in this House, 


and that is to be a model and example 


to all other Members, upon an occa- 
sion like this when we are practically 
agreed. It is not a very profitable 
thing to take up the time of the House, 
and to go on discussing a measure which 
will go to a Standing Committee, where 
it will be properly considered and 
amended. Scotch Members, like 
Scotch people, are all in favour of educa- 
tion. There is no section of Scotch 
representation which has any desire 
to be backward in respect to educational 
purposes and the advancement of the 
interests of education. 
which I am not surprised that the 
Government should have, in its main 
purpose, not only acquiesced in but 
welcomed; and after what the Lord 
Advocate has said I think we may very 
well look forward to the prospect of the 
Bill becoming law. I do not know 
whether the Lord Advocate will promise 


us his active assistance to the Bill, but , 


from what he said I have no doubt he 
will do what he can to be something 
more than neutral towards this Bill 
in its future stages. There is perhaps 


one quarter in which a little further | 


discussion or remonstrance may be 
expected. My hon. friend behind me, 
the Member for Berwickshire, whose zeal 
in these matters we all appreciate, has 
run amok upon the important city of 
Dundee. I feel a little indignation 
within me, because, although I am not a 
resident in Dundee, I hang upon the 
outskirts. I do not think my _ hon. 
friend the Member fur Dundee will sit 
silent during this attack upon his neigh- 
bours and his constituents, but on the 


the | 


This is a Bill | 


brief reply. I regret that my hon. friend 
near me has introduced this thorny 
question of the half-time system. I am 
prepared to admit that, so far as it goes, 
and so far as the report of Mr. Wilson, 
the admirable Inspector of Factories, 
goes, all that has been said is true ; but 
it is not the whole truth, for while one part 
of it is exceedingly dark, there are much 
brighter shades of the question which 
could be referred to. Upon general 
educational and national grounds I am 
a strong supporter of this Bill, although 
I hold in my hand a great amount of 
matter which is adverse to this Bill, 
more especially in regard to its dealings 
with the half-time system. But this 
mass of evidence has not convinced me 
and [ lay it aside with great respect. I 
/may mention that the Medical Officer of 
Dundee, who is an exceedingly intelligent 
man, while he is strongly in favour of 
the raising of the half-time age, holds 
views diametrically opposite, and he 
would have the half-time system applied 
to the whole of our youth. On the 
other hand, the chairman of our parish 
council is strongly in favour of the 
Bill. With regard to the half-time system 
in Dundee, it is gradually declining. 
We have two of the finest half-time 
schools in Dundee in the kingdom. 
‘They are connected with our largest 
works, and every condition in them is 
favourable to the half-time system, 
and yet the report of the Inspector of 
Factories shows that, taken as a whole, 
the half-time system under these cireum- 
stances is not in the interest of the 
general worker. I feel that I could not 
‘do less than to this extent vindicate the 
| position of Dundee, but being anxious 
that this Bill should pass, and pass 
| without delay, in the amended form 
'to which the Lord Advocate has given 
his general assent, and hoping also that 
‘the Lord Advocate will not maintain a 








general question I think we should do, merely negative or neutral attitude, but 

well to leave the matter as it stands, | will, with the ability he possesses, give: 

seeing that we are all practically agreed | this measure his support, I .will say 

upon the main purposes of the Act. no more beyond stating that I am a 
strong supporter of this Bill. 


*Str JOHN LENG: As a loyal follower 
of the right hon. Gentleman I desire to) Sir MARK STEWART (Kirkeud- 
comply with his request, and I should | brightshire) : The right hon. Gentleman 
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opposite had strongly appealed to the/ mittee on Law. I am very gled that it ig 
House to assent at once to the Second | proposed to send this Bill to the Grand 
Reading of this Bill, and I shall not | Committee on Law, but I hope the 
occupy more than one or two minutes| Amendments will be put on the Paper 
in what I have got to say. The Lord | as soon as possible, as it often happens 
Advocate has taken to pieces the weak | that they are put down very late, and 
parts of this Bill, and I think he has | then they cannot be so fully considered 
shown clearly that it is really not carry- | : 
ing out very much. I am not opposed) Mk. THOMAS SHAW (Hawick 
to the principle of the Bill, and I should Burghs): I most cordially agree with 
be very glad to see it passed into law, What has been said by the last speaker, 
but there are many things which will | and may I suggest to His Majesty s 
require to be considered very carefully., Government that the Lord Advocate's 
I understand that the mover of this Bill, Amendments should be put on the Paper 
offered to withdraw Sub-section 1 of | early. My reason for suggesting this is 
Clause 1. Of course that will only | that once the House sees the lines which 
leave Sub-section 2. I do appeal to the| the Government are prepared to take 
Government to bring in their Bill upon there is no doubt that the drafting of 
this question as early as possible. It | 4mendments by other hon. Members will 
would be far better for this House, and | be unnecessary, and the labours of the 
for Scotland as well, if we had the Committee will be much lightened. 
Government Bill promised last year laid . . ' . . 
pon. ‘the Table: of the ein wna, | ~s — the Standing Com- 
if the controversial matters have not) °°" i 8 deaaaas 
been cleared up, let it be done at once. | 
I think Scotch Members are united | STEAM ENGINES AND BOILERS 
upon that point, and if the Government | (PERSONS IN CHARGE) BILL. 
would only bring in the Bill which was | [Secoxp READING] 
introduced last year, we should get a| 
great deal more than is contained in| 
this Bill. We shall have to consider | i 
very carefully what effect the raising of | “Mr. JACOBY (Derbyshire, Mid): | 
the standards and the raising of the age | beg to move the Second Reading of this 
limit will have upon agriculture. There | Bill for many reasons. The first reason is, 
is a great difficulty now in supplying the| that it has received a large amount of 
labour market, and these are matters | SUpport in my constituency, and secondly 
which should be thoroughly considered. | | have confidence that it is a Bill which 
If the Government brought in their | isin the direction of providing protection 
Bill at once, we should be in a far better from dangers to a large number of the 
condition to pass good legislation for) working classes of this country. This 
Scotland than by merely sending this’ Bill is not new to Parliament. In 1895 
Bill upstairs to a Grand Committee. ‘a similar Bill was carried without a 
division, and it was referred to a Select 
Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.): | Committee, but it was unfortunately 
I did not quite gather from the Lord lost. That action of referring it to a 
Advocate whether, if the Second Reading Select Committee was, however, of 
is carried, he is prepared to agree that the advantage to us in drafting the new Bill, 
Bill shall go to the Grand Committee because in our new Bill we have carried 
out the recommendations of that Select 
Committee. In 1897 this Bill was con- 
Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY : I shall tested in this House. It was opposed 


not oppose that course being taken. | Officially by the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for the Bordesley Division, 


(Question put and agreed to. and notwithstanding that opposition, 
the Bill was carried by a majority of 
66, but, alas! I am surry to say that 

Mr. PIRIE: I beg to move that the like so many private Members’ Bills 
Bill be committed to the Grand Com-) it was only carried to be thrown into the 


Sir Mark Stewart. 


Order for Second Reading read. 


on Law. 


Bill read a second time. 
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political dust bin. We hope that on this 
occasion, if we are successful in carrying 
the Bill, and we get the assent of the 
House to refer it to a Select Committee the 


Government will so far assist us, and that | 


it will be no longer a pious opinion of a 
Wednesday afternoon, but a real and 
useful measure in the interest of the 
working classes. 

What is the object of the Bill ? The 
object of the Bill principally is to grant 
certificates to persons in charge of 
engines and boilers, but it does not 
apply generally. It does not apply— 
“to any boiler or engine used exclusively for 
domestic, agricultural, or farming purposes, 
or to any boiler or engine used in the service 
of His Majesty, or to any boiler or engine used 
by a railway company, or to any boiler or 
engine used on board a steamship having a 
certificate from the Board of Trade, or to any 
road traction engine or steam roller.” 


These modifications have been put in 
the Bill as the result of the deliberations 
of the 1895 Committee. I am bound to 
say that I practically regard the Bill as a 
mining Bill. Of course, the action of 


the Bill will have more to do with the | 


engines and boilers in connection with 
mines than in any other industry. The 
Bill chiefly applies to persons in charge 
of engines and boilers used for the wind- 
ing of workmen or minerals at the shafts 
of mines. The persons in charge must 
hold certificates, and these are divided 
into two classes. A person 
charge of any boiler or engine is described 
in Clause 6— 

“(1) A person taking charge or control 
of any boiler or engine to which this Act 
applies, of five horse-power or upwards, or of 
any engine to which this Act applies, used for 
winding workmen or minerals up or down the 
shaft of a mine, must hold a first-class certiti- 
cate or a special certificate of service under 
this Act. (2) A person taking charge or con- 
trol of any other boiler or engine to which this 


Act applies must be the holder either of such 
a certificate as aforesaid or of a second-class | 


certificate under this Act.” 


An important part of this Bill is that with 
regard to the winding of men and 


minerals up and down mining shafts, | 


and although this Bill is largely sup- 
ported by all classes of labour, as repre- 
sented at the Trades Union Congress, 
and although behind the Bill is the 
National Federation of Enginemen, which 
consists of over 23,600 members, there is a 
great fact in connection with the Bill 
that in every mining ‘constituency there 
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taking | 


(Persons in Charge) Bill. 350 
/is not only a strong desire for this Bill, 
'but pressure is being put upon their 
| representatives to come here and support 
the measure. We know that it is a 
matter of great importance to the 
750,000 men who work our pits, and 
also to 580,000 men who work under- 
ground, and I would respectfully suggest 
to the House that in the interest of 
humanity, if for no other reason, no 
quibble or foolish obstruction should be 
indulged in, and that, at any rate, we 
may have an opportunity of taking the 
sense of the House upon this simple and 
important question. 

1 would ask the House to follow 
me on one point, namely, that 
this Bill introduces no new principle, 
and that there is undoubted precedent 
in favour of the measure. In 1862 the 
House passed a Bill requiring that 
certificates should be granted to sea- 
going engineers, and Mr. Milner Gibson, 
who was in charge of the Bill, said that 
the engineers having important duties 
to perform with relation to the safety of 
the life and property entrusted to their 
care, it was desirable that there should be 
some test of qualification. In the course 
of the debate certain Members of the 
House thought that there would be some 
difficulty in securing a supply of sea-going 
engineers, on account of the certificates, 
but that was not found to be the case. | 
venture to say that if this Bill becomes 
law it will in no way harass mine-owners 
or others, because there will be no diffi- 
culty in finding men who will have to be 
certificated under the Act, and, on the 
contrary, it will be a great safeguard to 
the lives and limbs of workmen. This 
_ precedent having been adopted, and the 
Board of 'Trade—a Government Depart- 
ment—and Lloyd’s having accepted the 
principle of granting these certificates to 
sea-going engineers, what is the objection 
| to extending the principle, so that it may 
apply to land boilers and engines. I 
know that there are many more practical 
/men in this House who will speak with 
| far greater force on this subject than 1 
/ean. I have only very briefly introduced 
| the measure, but I consider it an exceed- 
‘ingly important one. My hon. friend the 
| Member for Mid Durham, who takes an 
active interest in this question, will no 
' doubt speak upon it. I feel that I have 
| only done my duty to my constétuency, 
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and I feel certain that every Member | risks of explosions was the gradual dis. 
who votes for the measure will receive | continuance of old and obsolete forms of 
the thanks and gratitude of thousands | boilers. It was from these that explo- 
of working men in this country, who go | sions were most likely to arise. The Bill 
to their work with their lives in their | before the House was, as had been stated. 
hands. I beg to move the Secofd | principally a mining Bill, but at present 
Reading of the Bill. the certificated manager of a mine was, 
together with the owner and agent, 
Motion made, and Question proposed, under the Coal Mines Regulation Act, 
“That the Bill be now read a second | made criminally responsible for the em- 
time.” —(Mr. Jacoby.) bac dowger of competent persons to take 
|charge of the engines and boilers of the 

*Mr. TOMLINSON (Preston) said the bsnl i beter pie. 
chief question the House had to con.- | ee ne his Bill agin ed by the 
sider was whether this Bill would or | P?OP0s@! 1m this Bill, which merely con- 


would not conduce to the additional | templated civil responsibility. In fact, 


safety of the men employed in taking | a cao pec of ater gems 
charge of engines and boilers. He did | ™ “Sani _ eat iy satisfy himself as 
not believe the Bill was going in the | gg. ere - * ‘boil he Placed 
right direction to promote that object. Fy hie Ball | eae ma pollens seyme, 
Happily, at the present time we were |‘ this Bill passed, that he had done his 


living under conditions whereby the | duty if he employed a man holding . 
dangers arising from the working of | Cettificate. He therefore submitted that 


engines and boilers were steadily dimi- | _ je ee vid pa 
nishing. He found from the last issued | “178 *esulation “Act provided a better 


Report in connection with the working vom td oie heer’ Sen eae 
of the Boiler Explosions Acts that only Se pe d * a Bea — could 
seven cases were attributed to ignorance | th Bill 1 Be oe a op = hoe 
or neglect on the part of the boiler | ented se Aes sits _ el daa 
attendants, and the report further stated | C2ve¢ abtencant wiv gets ige as dtes: 
ihnat Sho: Graves forthe lest ten. years from proceeding to his work, the manager 
seemed to indicate that a steady im-| Might not be able to find another certifi 
provement had taken"place. He was not ayn ann te Oe the vacancy for theta 

although there might be more than one 


surprised that the hon. Gentleman who bl in th cement inten 
introduced the Bill desired that it should | C*P4>"¢ man in Tie employment who cl 
not hold a certificate. The manager in 


be referred to a Select Committee if it sain ry 

passed the Second Reading. That was that case would be unable to avail him- 
analogous to the course taken last year | octt of “9 gine dl y tte i “— 
with reference to a Bill dealing in another com - a , ele , 1 : : ane 7 ~ 
manner with the possibility of reducing | “MOET WHO, aiough cert ee, 


the number of accidents from boilers. | 2°t familiar with the particular boilers 


The Report of that Committee had not | im tse at the place. 

much bearing on the questions raised by} Clause 19 of the Bill which the Home 
this Bill, but the Committee did report | Secretary was bringing forward followed 
that boilers working in and about mines | existing legislation in providing for 
should not be the subject of further |increased safety in connection with 
legislation, as those boilers fell under the | boilers in factories and workshops. That 
Mines Act, and were already under in- | clause provided for the periodic inspec- 
spection. The mover of the Second |tion of boilers by a competent person, 
Reading had not made any suggestion rp upon the user the responsibility 
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that engines and boilers used in factories, | of selecting the inspector. By the Bill 
workshops, and places of that kind were | before the House the responsibility of 
not properly looked after, or that if cer- | providing the examination test of compe- 
tificates were granted to the persons in | tency was thrown on the Home Secre- 
charge any increase of safety would be | tary, and it was obvious if he made 
obtained. From the Report of the Boiler | the standard too high there was a 
Explosions Committee it appeared to him | danger that there would not be enough 
that the cause of the diminution of the | men to manage the boilers throughout 


Mr. Jacoby. 
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the country, while, on the other hand, if 
the qualification was too low, what was 
the use of it? Hedid not think that 
much more could be done in the direc- 
tion of bringing about greater safety 
than by following on the lines of exist- 
ing precautions. Every mill and 
factory with which he was acquainted 
had some fit person to manage the 
engines and boilers. Surely it was 
rather an extraordinary thing for hon. 
Members to bring forward a Bill without 
showing first of all that a degree of 
danger existed which made it desirable 
to proceed on different lines than those 
on which they were going now. He 
regarded as a dangerous feature of the 
Bill the provisions which brought the 
Board of Trade into a department of work 
which at present was wholly under the 
Home Secretary. In matters affecting 
the safety of workmen it was better to 
leave the entire responsibility on one 
Department, rather than to split it up 
between two. It would be necessary to 
move the clause to provide the money 
for the purpose of enabling the Home 
Secretary to carry it out, because though 
Clause 15 provided that the Secretary 
of State should have the entire manage- 
ment and control of all such examina- 
tions, and should have power from 
time to time to make _ regulations, 
with respect to subjects, times, and 
places, the evidence to be given by 
applicants of physical ability, experience, 
and character, and other matters, and 
there were certain fees to be exacted from 
applicants, there was nothing to show 
that these fees would be adequate to 
meet the cost of the examinations. 
The objection to the test by examination 
was that it could only test certain quali- 
fications and not the whole. The actual 
technical qualifications were necessarily 
very small, It would not be difficult for a 
person of ordinary intelligence to acquire 
the technical knowledge necessary to get 
acertificate. With regard to the physical 
qualifications, he did not know what 
the Home Secretary was to do. Was 
he to make a man run and jump about 
the room? No examination could test 
what was most essential for this kind 
of work—steadiness, presence of mind, 
and all those things which were so con- 
spicuous in the British working man. 
Safety, so far as mines were concerned, 


VOL. XCIII.  [ourtu Serres. 
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would arise from insisting on the carrying 
out of the regulations of the Home 
Office under the Mines Act. The scheme 
of second class certificates he regarded 
as wholly illusory and absurd. There 
could be no value in certificates granted 
by the Home Secretary on the recom- 
mendation of persons whom he did not 
know. He moved that the Bill be read 
a second time upon this day six months. 


Sir THOMAS WRIGHTSON (St. 
Pancras, E.): I rise to second the motion 
for the rejection of this Bill, on the ground 
that I do not think such legislation 
is required. In Clause 4 there are a 
very great number of exemptions. It 
states— 

“This Act does not apply to any boiler or 
engine used exclusively for domestic, agricul- 
tural, or farming purposes.” 

Now, with regard to boilers used in 
farming operations, this Bill should 
apply to them more than to any other 
class of boilers, because we know that 
agricultural labourers who have not 
been properly trained are frequently 
put in charge of these boilers, and their 
employers know as little about. boilers 
as they do themselves. It is in con- 
nection with such boilers that accidents 
occur. This Bill has been before Par- 
liament for many years, and it has 
been only by making these exemptions 
that it has received the support it has. 
Further, “ any boiler or engine used by 
a railway company” is exempted, 
though I do not see why it should be. 
A large number of boilers are used by 
railway companies, and in exempting 
them a large percentage of the boilers 
throughout the country are struck out. 
Again, “any boiler or engine used on 
board a steamship, having a certificate 
from the Board of Trade,” is exempted, 
thereby increasing the percentage struck 
out, and lastly, “any road traction 
engine or steam roller” is exempted. 
I should like to know whether the 
last-mentioned class includes motor cars, 
because if there is to be a skilled man 
on every motor car it will materially 
restrict the use of these vehicles. The 
only way the promoters of this Bill 
have been able to bring it forward with- 
out meeting with an opposition which 
would sweep it out of the House of 
Commons at once, has been by making 


O 
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repeated exemptions which, I venture | examination and cross-examination. [f 
to say, are most undesirable. The| hon. Gentlemen would agree to that 
employer is now responsible for the | course the discussion might be very much 
engine and boiler being properly cared | shortened. But if hon. Gentlemen will 
for, and if an accident occurs he probably | not give any indication of assent, it 
suffers as much as anyone. There-/| then devolves on us to show reasons why 
fore it is his businsss to see that a proper | this Bill should be passed. I am very 
man is put in charge of his boiler. To} much afraid that the mover and seconder 
establish a system of appointments, to|of the motion for the rejection of this 
be dependent upon the examination | Bill have not read its clauses. For 
of a Secretary of State, appears to me | instance, the hon. Member who has just 
not to be the way to encourage the | spoken turned a negative into an affir- 
right class of men to take care of boilers. | mative. He enumerated the exemp- 
Another matter which ought to be re-| tions, and then in order to controvert 
membered in discussing this Bill is | the position we have taken up, he asked 
that most boilers are now insured in| how would it be if motor cars had to be 
properly organised societies, and one | driven by skilled men. 
of the duties of the societies is to see 
that not only are the boilers properly) Sir THOMAS WRIGHTSON: I 
looked after, but that the proper class| asked whether motor cars would be 
of men are in charge of them. That | exempted. 
meets the object of the Bill to a great Mr. JOHN WILSON : I do not see 
extent. The examination by a Secre-| ~ I aga pet iitae shoul 
tary of State would, to my mind, be | Se" W% yong ee res 
most unsatisfactory, and would -result omeoy 3 somal pr egeg 
in the issue of certificates to men who bearer’ gag his at ; I is ba 
eee ys gp tet ecg erondlong ce 'see why motor cars should not be in the 
motion of my hon. friend, and trust ag pit aa "uae igre 7 
that if the House passes the Second like i ee segeege 2 sr thet ; reeg nd Pe 
Reading it will insist on the details of | 45 poe ial ually pretagontine:iy 
I happened ta be a Member of the Com. |e Bill is destroyed altogether. Th 
mittee which considered the Bill in, aeoringghe a a = geno ec pee 
omg ald ee Seen evita Tee, ay itn duews in onl 
that time, although they were not as | 4; . pare 
numerous as ar are hn killed the | eo alle coe ge ehcgreieh ig: 
Bill. I am convinced that the Bill will | | . ? . ee 
be a great hindrance to trade in this | pty ang pee — beg! 
certificate in order to show their com- 





Coumary Ut it is: posed. |petency by passing an examination. 
oe aia |The hon. Member for Preston also spoke 
ee about the provisions of the Bill, but if he 


‘To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the | has read them he has missed one import- 
end of the Question to add the words ‘upon | ant provision. He asked what would 
this day six months.’”—(M7r. Tomlinson. ). | happen in case of an emergency 

Question proposed, “That the word | ee | ee ae 
gi . i Se | cases, because it provides that any person 

now ’ stand part of the Question, | . ine “i 

| may take charge of an engine * in case of 

Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham, Mid) : |} SU44en emergency. 

With reference to one remark of the} Mr. TOMLINSON: May,I be allowed 
hon. Member opposite, I am quite willing, | to say that I did not overlook that pro- 
speaking for myself and others interested | vision. What I should like to know is. 
in this Bill, to allow the Bill to go! who is to bethe judge of a sudden emer- 
through the House without further | gency ? 

discussion, and to have it sent to a Select | 

Yommittee where the opposition of hon., Mr. JOHN WILSON: I have been 
Gentlemen can be put to the test of surprised at many things the hon. 


Sir Lhomas Wrightson. 
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Member has said in opposition to this { engines should be in the charge of com- 
Bill, but I think what he has just said is | petent persons, who had shown their 
the climax. Who would be the person | competency by passing an examination 
in any works to select a man to take | before such a tribunal as a Secretary of 
charge of an engine should an emer- State might appoint. It has been said 
gency arise? It would not be a work-| that there is no necessity for this Bill, 
man, but the foreman or the engineer of | that the loss of life is not great, and that 
the works. I should have thought that | the calamities are not sufficient to justify 
the hon. Gentleman’s own business it. How many lives should be lost 
capabilities would have led him to know | before hon. Gentlemen would be con- 
exactly who the person would be to/vinced that some steps should be 
select a man in such circumstances. | taken—-— 


Mr. PENN (Lewisham): Would a} Mr. TOMLINSON: I disclaim any 
strike come under the head of an emer- | such idea as loss of life in this matter. | 
gency ? | oppose the Bill in the interests of safety 

_ | Just as much as the hon. Member sup- 

Mr. JOHN WILSON: If these ins|-ports it in the interests of safety. The 
terruptions continue, and if I have to| argument I used was that it did not 
define every word of the Bill, we shall | proceed on lines of safety. 
require another day or two. I must | 
leave it to hon. Members’ own mental | Mr. JOHN WILSON : Did the hon. 
qualifications to ascertain what would | Member suggest or not that there was no 
come under the category of an emer- | necessity for this Bill ? 
gency. I do not know if I could satisfy | . 
hon. Members by defining a strike, but}; Mr. TOMLINSON: No, Sir. I did 
meantime, I will leave the question to not say that there was no necessity for 
employers and employees. I do not this Bill. I would take every precaution 
know whether the hon. Member for | desirable for safety, but I contend that 
Preston was really in earnest when he | this Bill does not proceed along the lines 
talked about the second-class certificate. | of safety. 


Mr. TOMLINSON : Yes, Sir, I was} Mr. JOHN WILSON: Did the hon. 
quite in earnest. | Gentleman say that explosions were less 
| numerous now than previously ? 


Mr. JOHN WILSON: Then the hon. | 

Member’s power of imagination must be) Mr. TOMLINSON: Yes, Sir. I said 
very vivid when it enables him to imagine | that to show that we are proceeding at 
that a man must come up to London to | present in the direction of safety. 
show his physical ability by leaping over . 
chairs. I am not aware that leaping | Mr. JOHN WILSON: It is not pro- 
re ct the teal, Stan Crake | fitable to lengthen this discussion, but | 
am surprised that the employers of ont sen — poe tine: = 
labour should raise any objection to the | ices. dt tx: eee dix’D of the Rt “e 
requirements of this Bill. It will not ~~ Boiler iesladene for 1900. I find fa 
affect their position in the smallest iota. | ae “ahi ; 
If 1 were in this House as long again as I | agg ng a saenegso = cng a 

. : ms an 

have been, I would never givemy sanction, |}". °° cerancsttonn Sovagecein Bi, gama 
to any Bill that contained the smallest amo persons. The mar- 
particle of injustice to any employer. 8 meen 
[ have looked on this Bill from the em-/ “Loss of life and injuries. , None of the 
ployers’ point of view, and if I were an | explosions held to be accidents. 
employer I certainly would give it all | [; js further stated— 
the support I could. There are two } 
main principles in the Bill; one is that “The causes of these explosions have been 
boil heeds ty aw tie! shee of clearly ascertained, and in no case has an 

wers snou e under charge OF | explosion been attributed to unavoidable 
competent persons, and the other is that | accident.” 

02 
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It is also stated— 


“The Chairman pointed out that this , 
explosion was not accidental and that it would | 
not have happened if each furnace had been 
fitted with a fusible plug, or if the left hand 
water-gauge had not been shut off, or if both 
the upper and the lower cocks or right 
hand water-gauge had been opened and | 
closed in a proper manner for the purpose of 
ascertaining that both cocks were clear.” 


I submit, in the light of this statement, 
that if there had been a competent man, | 
qualified to manage the boiler and to 
look after its technical construction, this | 
explosion would not have happened, and | 
I ask is it unreasonable that some steps 
should be taken to secure competent 
men for such work? Another marginal | 
note is — 

“No periodical examination by competent 
persone.’ 
And the reference adds— 


“Tt may be assumed that these explosions 
would have been prevented by periodical 
examinations by competent persons.’ 


Then, in five cases of explosion it is stated | 
that— 
“the boilers were worked for periods of 17, 7, 
17, 20, and 8 years respectively without proper 
examination by competent persons.” 
Again it is stated 

‘Many explosions are due to ignorance on 
the part of owners and users of boilers, ignor- 


ance which embraces not only want of know- | 


ledge of the properties of a boiler, but of the 
necessity for having it periodically examined 
by a competent person.” 
I submit that the appendix contains 
ample evidence as to the necessity for 
taking steps for the protection of life and 
limb, especially around the great works 
of this country, where the population is 
becoming more and more congested. 

The first section of Clause 6 of this Bill 
provides that— 

“ A person taking charge or control of any 
boiler or engine to which this Act applies, of 


five horse-power or upwards, or of any engine 
to which this Act applies, used for winding 


workmen or minerals up or down the shaft of | 


a mine, must hold a first-class certific:te or a 
special certificate of service under this Act.” 


Let me ask hon. Gentlemen in this House, 
if they are in sympathy with anything 
in the shape of humanity, whether, 
if they were in a cage going down or 


coming up a shaft 600 feet deep or more, | 


they would not feel safer in their minds 
if they knew there was a man at the 
engine who was thoroughly competent, | 


Mr. John IVilson. 


{COMMONS} 


/in our works and factories. 
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and had proved his competency by pass- 
ing an examination. I speak as a miner 
who has ridden up and down shafts day 
after day, and I say I should feel far 
more assured myself if I knew the man 
at the handle was properly qualified, and 
every hon. Member would feel the same. 
It is not a case of a man having charge of 
a ship, but a man having charge of the 
winding engines of our collieries. It is 
no answer to say that the best man who 





‘ean be found anywhere can be placed at 


the engines. How about the second 
class? They are the engineers shunting 
All we say 
with regard to them is that they shall 
have the testimony of two respectable 


(men—it may be, their employers—to 


their capacity. Where is the hardship } 
There is no hardship. I pass by the 
humour of the hon. Member for Preston, 
I think there is a large vein in him of 
Mark Twain in the way in which he 


sketched out the certificate ; but | say 
‘this House ought not to form a judgment 


against this Bill because of a caricature 
of the certificate. I have said that the Bill 
will be beneficial to the employers ; the 


' hon. Member said it was not beneficial, 
that the employers now could have the 
best man to be got. 


But the real sugges- 
tion seems to be that the employers of 
labour shall have in their hands the 
power to employ any man they like in 
these delicate and dangerous positions. 

It has been said that it would limit the 
number of men to be obtained. I say 
that is against the experience of the 
country, and, in fact, in direct opposition 
to it; where an Act has been passed 
requiring men to be qualified for parti- 
cular positions, the number of people 
seeking places is a direct contradiction to 
any such statement. I have referred to 
the Mines Act. In that Act there isa 
provision that men should be examined 
‘for ‘‘management.’” Such a thing was 
/not required until the Act was passed, 
|and I say now, coming from a county 
which, however small geographically, is 
large from an industrial point of view, 
that instead of the Act limiting the 
/number of managers there are mei 
| enough in the county of Durham, holding 
certificates and working in the pits, to 
fill the position in every colliery in the 
‘country. If this Bill were to pass to- 
morrow, and men were forthwith to 
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require certificates, it would in no way| am, and have been all my life, with a 
limit the number of men who would} mining and industrial district. I am 
qualify for the position. Let me point not surprised that working men whose 
out a matter which is incidental to this | lives are exposed to danger every moment 
question. There is a great deal of talk | of their existence should look to this 
about educating the working-classes tech-| House to defend them against those 
nically, that they may be better instructed | dangers. [ think the anxiety which 
in all the matters connected with their they feel has been so fully and ably ex- 
business. This is one way to that end. | pressed by the hon. Member who spoke a 
This Bill suggests that those who are| few moments since that I need not deal 
connected with boilers should study | with it, but I do not think the House 
mathematics. It is an incentive to men} would be acting justly if we were to 
to technically educate themselves, and | peremptorily reject a Bill of this class. 
op . | a 
if we once enlarge the state of mind, and; We have had for many years great 
lead men intoa line of thought, weadd to anxiety felt as regards the legislation 
their education and we increase their | and inspection with regard to boilers. We 
knowledge. |have a Department which investigates 
Now, I want to say to the represen-| this subject and reports year after year ; 
tative of the Home Office that the right | but notwithstanding the periodical in- 
hon. Gentleman is always willing to give | spection and the annual report, the 
what assistance he can, and, in the event position of boilers was considered by a 
of this Bill being passed to-day, we shall be | Select Committee last year. The argu- 
willing for it to go to a Select Committee. | ments which led the House to appoint 
The present Home Secretary, when | the Committee are now the considerations 
President of the Board of Trade, received | which have brought this Bill before the 
a deputation which by some mistake) House. I do not think we should be 
brought this Bill before him instead of acting justly if we did not allow the Bill 
another, and he took the opportunity to | to proceed, and I certainly hope that, 
refer to it. This is what he said— whatever may be the future con- 
“This is not in any shape or form a part dition of the law, the Bill now before 
question, as is clear by the fact that (though us, or any Bill following the same 
Iwas not present at the time) the House of ‘lines, will not apply to the coal 


Commons has given a sanction to the pro- . F pete 
posal put forward in your resolutions. And | mines. I do not think the collieries, 


really the only difference, as far as I under- | Which are subject to special legislation, 
stand, between the Government and those who should be subject to ordinary legislation 
promoted the Bill which was read a second | when special Acts are brought in for 


lime last year, is whether or not this matter el : i | . a4 
required careful consideration by a Committee | their case; and although o ne 


of the House of Commons, where witnesses can | agree with that part of this Bill, I do not 
be called.” | think that is a sufficient reason to vote 
And then he concludes—and I would like | against it. I think the desire of the 
the Secretary to the Home Office to follow | working men is such that the House 
this— | cannot reject this Bill. I hope the result 
“I do not doubt that if such a measure | Of the discussion will be an investigation, 
were introduced again, and the Home Secre- | not fragmentary and incomplete, as it 
tary might deal with it, one of the conditions will be if it relates to boilers alone, but 
would be to investigate the matter of means of | . ae 
Maleck Comnittes.” | covering the whole ground of engines 
'and boilers. Then we shall have all the 
[ put that observation of the present | facts of the case before us, and then I 
Home Secretary before his representative | believe the House will be in a position to 
n this House, and I conclude with the | pass some legislation that will do justice 
hope that the Government will give | to the interests of all concerned ; which 
lacilities for the passing of this Bill) will not be hard upon capitalists, but 
now, and for sending it to a Select Com-| which will relieve the workmen from 
mittee. | that anxiety which they now certainly 
*Sir FRANCIS POWELL (Wigan) : 1 me = ought to be pM 
hope the House will allow me to speak a» seaiapneceenianiiteeiinmmainunasCinienasiliee 
few words upon this subject, which} *Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham): I have 
interests me very much, connected, as I | pledged myself to support the Second 





j 
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Reading of this Bill, because I was told | that the class of accidents which might 
it was required to prevent accidents| be prevented if this Bill becomes law 
which occur in winding men upand down | came for the most part under three 
colliery shafts. That was the reason | categories—through the  safety-valves 
that was given to me, and I shall vote for | being overweighted, or screwed down; 
it with pleasure, because I desire to see| through the pressure gauge being in- 
the matter referred to a Select Com-| accurate, or stopped up; and through 
mittee. At the same time, having | deficiency of water. With regard to the 
looked more carefully into this Bill | third, deficiency of water, I do not believe 
since I pledged myself to support it, | may | there is a boiler attendant in the country, 
say it appears to me to cover a much | however incompetent he may be, who 
wider ground than those who support | does not know it is dangerous to have 
it laid before the House. The hon.!a deficiency of water. Only part of 
Member for Mid Derby, who moved the| these explosions arise from a want of 
Second Reading, referred especially to| technical knowledge upon the part of 
mines, and the hon. Member for Mid | the engineer; the rest are due to care- 
Durham to engines and boilers, but | lesness, neglect, or some mistake on the 
neither made out any case in respect of | part of the attendant. Now I wish to make 
the accidents that occur at the present | that point good, and I have analysed 
time. Neither did they differentiate | the returns of the explosions for the last 
between engines and boilers, although | three years. There are only fiftyaltogether 
we have had, under the Boilers Ex-| which can be said to be due in any 
plosions Acts full records of boiler | sense to mistakes, carelessness, or neglect 
accidents for many years. The Select | of the attendant ; fifty accidents, causing 
Committee which met to consider this | forty-two deaths and eighty-eight in- 
subject on the 14th May, 1895, passed | juries. Of course that is an appalling 
a resolution that no evidence should be | number, and the House would be glad 
taken in this Committee as to agricul- to see it remedied. There were three 
tural engines, locomotives, anc steam-| of them which caused most fatalities 
ship engines. Having excluded these | and did most damage. In those three 
they next came to the conclusion that explosions there were twenty-two deaths 
there was no use calling evidence at all| and thirty-three injuries. Those three 
on the Bill. Such a Bill has never been | explosions were not one of them due 
considered by a Committee, and I desire to anything that this Bill would rectify 
that the subject should be considered | in any degree, though some of them 
by a Committee. The intention of this| were caused by want of attention on 
Bill is to preserve life and prevent acci- | the part of the attendant. In one case, 
dent among miners, but its general No. 1,173, where ten lives were lost and 
effect will be to make a specially-| twenty-three people were injured, the 
favoured ,class of engineers and boiler explosion was caused through the safety- 
hands in every trade. Having looked | valve being screwed down, and _ the 
carefully into this Bill, | believe it is not | Report of the Board of Trade says that 
required except in the case of collieries. | the man who screwed it down was quali- 
I believe in that direction there is reason | fied as a fitter for this kind of work. 
for greater care being exercised in| So that the explosion was not caused 
winding,and that some of the labouris not | by any want of technical knowledge 
sufficiently well paid in that department. | on the part of the man whose action 
That is a matter that might well be | clearly led to the explosion. No. 1204 
discussed and considered by a Select) was an explosion which occurred at 
Committee. This Bill applies to steam- Sheffield. It was due to the attendant 
engines, and boilers, and with regard to | being misled owing to the water gauge 
engineers I certainly think some figures | being choked up, and was not due 
ought to be laid before the House before | to ignorance. What I wish to point out 
we pass a law which will affect the | is that the most serious explosions which 
100,000 or more engineers who are| took place in these last five years 
running engines in this country. ‘have all been caused, not by want 

With regard to boilers, we discussed | of technical knowledge on the part of 
the matter last year, and it was found the attendants, but by some carelessness 


Mr. Emmott. 
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or mistake or misapprehension, and 
that this Bill would not do away with 
mistakes and miscaleulations and care- 


{1 May 1901} 
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man’s correction. He quite agreed that 
there were too many omissions from 
the Bill ; the boilers, for instance, which 


lessness. Faults of that kind depend | were most likely to explode were agri- 
far more on the character of the} cultural boilers used in the farmyard. 
men than upon the technical training | His principal object in rising, however, 


which they may have received. 
this Bill were to become law the 
definition of a boiler would make it apply 
to every chapel or school or building 
which had a boiler—I am, of course, 
speaking of a 10lb.-pressure boiler; 1 
do not mean a mere heating boiler—and 
I think that is a somewhat serious 
matter. Then, again, the engines to 
which it is to apply are only engines 
worked by steam, the result of which 
would be the greater use about coal mines 
of gas-engines, which might be attended 
with quite as much danger as steam- 
engines in the matter of winding. 

The omissions from this Bill are also 
very extraordinary. Why should agricul- 
tural boilers and boilers used for farm 





purposes be excluded? That is a class of 
boiler which certainly ought to be | 
brought within the scope of this Bill. 
Nor do I see why railway engines 
should be excluded, and if this Bill | 
is to be passed I do not think | 
they should be excluded. Altogether, I 
think there are serious objections to the 
Bill as it stands, but in regard to those 
objections I think they would be better | 
considered when this Bill goes beforea 
Select Committee. I shall therefore 
vote for the Second Reading of this Bill. 


Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY (York- 
shire, Shipley) said the lucid and power- 
ful advocacy of the hon. Member for 
Oldham would have had more weight 
if the foundation upon which his speech 
rested had been more accurately laid. 
The hon. Gentleman had stated that the 
Bill, if passed, would cover sucha wide 
range of boilers as to include those used 
in chapels and churches and _ public 
buildings. 

*Mr. EMMOTT said he particularly said 
he did not refer to heating boilers. He 
had said boilers of 101b. steam pressure. 


Sirk FORTESCUE FLANNERY said 
the hon. Gentleman certainly conveyed 
to him the impression that it would 
include boilers for heating purposes ; 





and he was glad to hear the hon. Gentle- 


If} was to call attention to the penalty 


which existed as regarded certificates. 
It was a fact, which those who were 
acquainted with or had anything to do 
with shipping would recognise, that no 
steamship went to sea that was not in 
charge of one or more men who had a 
technical knowledge how to deal with the 
engines safely, and who held certificates, 
and he did not see why the principle of 
requiring persons in charge of boilers 
to hold certificates should not be ex- 
tended to engines and boilers on land 
as well as at sea. Objection had been 
made as to the difficulty of holding 
examinations, but he believed the diffi- 
culty might easily be got over. At the 
present moment the responsibility rested 
on the employer that the man whom 
he selected should be capable, and if he 
made a mistake, and selected the wrong 
man, the burden lay upon him. If, on 
the other hand, examinations were 
held and certificates granted, the em- 
ployers would be benefited to the extent 
that if they selected a man with a certifi- 
cate the responsibility for that man’s 
incompetence would rest upon the 
Government and not on the employers. 
It had been suggested that this was an 
idea to raise the wages, and done entirely 
in the interests of one class of employees, 
and that if the Bill passed there would not 
bea sufficiency of men; but that was not 
so. At the present time there was a 
sufficiency of men for any situation 
that offered, and there was no difficulty 
whatever. The hon. Member for Wigan 
had in his very valuable speech stated 
that it was only reasonable that men, 
anxious for their lives and limbs, should 
have this Bill fairly considered. He 
desired to point out to the House that it 
was not only the men who were driving 
the boilers who were in danger—the 
range was far wider than that, and it 
was in the wider interest of the general 
public, who were often injured in these 
explosions, that he supported the Bill. 


Mr. CHARLES M‘ARTHUR (Liver- 
pool, Exchange) said he would like to 
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ask a question of the promoters of the | of the work in which they were engaged. 
Bill. He gathered that it was intended | He would go even further. He would 
that the scope of the Bill should be con- | not have a man standing on the footboard 
fined to land employment and should | of a locomotive who was not certificated. 
have no application to merchant shipping. | He knew many drivers in his own con- 
| stituency, and hon. Members would be 

*Mr. JACOBY said it was theintention surprised if they were told of the attain- 
of the promoters that merckant shipping ments of these men, acquired through 
should be excepted from the Bill. attending night and technical classes, 
'Many men now running mail trains had 


Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN (Gateshead) @ surprising knowledge of mathematies 
said that as one who had something and engineering. They were the men 
to do with a similar Bill which passed | Who could be depended upon to run 
its Second Reading by a great majority | trains at sixty or seventy miles an hour ; 
in 1895, he desired to offer a few remarks | they were steady, and knew every part 
on the present occasion. This Bill did | of the engine. Now this was a Bill to 
not in any way affect the employers ;| Taise the status of working men in the 
it was a progressive measure, and the | country. We were always being told 
idea was to get a more enlightened and | that Germany was far in advance of us 
better class of man—a more scientific in technical knowledge and education. 
class of man—to handle and work the He believed that that was true, for he 
engines and boilers. As an employer had had examples of it in his own works. 
of men who attended to engines and_ In face of that fact ought they to oppose 
boilers, nothing would give him greater the passing of a Bill which meant practi- 
satisfaction than to know that every one | Cally raising the status of this particular 
of them had certificates. He could not | classof men? They could not do without 
conceive why the mover and seconder | these men. The hon. Gentleman who 
of the rejection of the Bill should have | Seconded the rejection of the Bill was an 
taken up the position they had. They | employer of labour in the north of 
appeared to think the Bill was going England. Would he not be better 
to prejudice a class. He was old enough to | Satisfied if he knew that every engine- 
remember the opposition that arose upon | ™an in his works held a certificate 
the certifying of steamship engineers. | Of competency ? 

There was the usual bogey and the usual | = a 
dream, but a better class of men were | Sm THOMAS W RIGHTSON : I 
obtained to look after the ships, men | should certainly not be more satisfied 
who knew what an engine and a boiler | because the engineers held the certificate 
was, men who could do the calculations | of the Secretary of State for the Home 
of horse powers and consumption of | Department than if employers were left 
fuel, and he was surprised to see em-| free to make their own selection. 
ployers of labour now standing up against 
that principle. It was against the) Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN, continuing, 
spirit of the age that there should be | said five or six years had elapsed since a 
employers of labour afraid to raise the | Bill of this nature was before the House. 
standard of their men. The appren-| He recommended its adoption in the 
tices in his shops were attending the | interests of the safety of human life, 
technical schools at night, for the/ and that argument was justified by the 
purpose of obtaining certificates for startling figures he held in his hand in 
engineering, and becoming better men, regard to explosions and their results, 
better engineers, and better citizens, and | since the subject was last debated. In 
becoming of more value to the nation. | 1894-5 there were 114 explosions, 
They wanted to produce a better class of | causing death or injury to 112 persons ; 
men for the management of their boilers | in 1896-7 the numbers were 80 and 
and engines, and no opposition whatever | 102 respectively ; in 1898-9, 68 and 
ought to be offered in that House to any! 103, and in 1899-1900, 59 and 89. 
Bill which was calculated to give the| Bearing in mind these figures, there 
working classes higher hopes and aspi- | ought surely not to be a word of opposition 
rations, and a better technical knowledge (in any shape or form to the Second 


Mr. Charles M‘Arthur. 
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Reading of the Bill. He sincerely 
hoped that the right hon. Gentleman 


who represented the Home Office would | 


show the greatness of his sympathy by 
recommending that the Bill be sent to a 
Select Committee, where its details 
could be thoroughly examined, and any 
small defects swept away. The Bill 


could then be passed into law for the, 
/examination would ensure, for example. 


benefit of humanity. 


Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU (Hampshire, 

New Forest), asked the hon. Gentleman in 
charge of the Bill if the promoters were 
willing to exclude steam motor-cars from 
its operation, seeing that they were now 
very largely used in this country. 
*Mr. JACOBY: In reply to the hon. 
(entleman, I desire to say that we are 
quite prepared to exclude steam motor- 
cars from the Bill. 


Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU: I am giad 
to hear that, and have no more to say. 
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precautions should be taken to ensure 
that those in charge of ships and marine 
engine boilers should hold certificates of 
efficiency. But every argument of that 
kind proved too much, and was therefore 
valueless. It was true that a certificate 
from the Home Office would not neces- 
sarily secure efficiency and sufficiency all 
round. It must be conceded that no 


that a man’s nerves would be steady in 
an emergency, and that he would be 
gifted with fertility of resource at such 
a time. But they could by means of 
examination and certificates ensure that 
a man had the requisite technical know- 
ledge, and that he had proved to the 
Department his possession of such 
physical ability, experience, and character 
as justified his being placed in charge of an 


engine or boiler in a mine or in a large 
| factory. 


A most extraordinary line of argu- 


/ment was taken by the hon. Members 


Mr. URE (Linlithgowshire) said the con- | 


cessions so readily made by the promoters 
of the Bill appeared to have disarmed all 
criticism. No one could have listened 
to the debate without having the fact 


brought home to his mind that the, 


objections put forward might have had 
great force before a Select Committee, 
but had no value whatever as directed 
against the principle of the Bill. 
was that principle ? It was that Parlia- 
ment should.take additional precautions 
to ensure the competency and efficiency 
of the men in charge of the engines and 
boilers in our great factories and mines. 


What | 


He admitted that there was a precaution | 


already in existence which was outside 
the range of Parliamentary action, and 
that was due to the self-interest and feeling 
of the employer. It was never to his 
interest to employ an incompetent or 
inefficient man. But if that argument 
were advanced in opposition to the Bill, 
there was a fatal answer which could be 
made to it. It proved too much. It was 


put forward with great force when the | : 
| measure were sent to a Select Committee 


Mines Act was being debated, and when 


they were asked to ensure the safety | 


of working men by insisting that the 


manager of the mine should be a certifi- | 


cated man. The objection was urged too 
when they were pasing the Merchant 
Shipping Act, which prescribed that , 


who moved and seconded the rejection 
of the Bill. They complained of its 
limited application and narrow scope. 
If that were really their main objection 


to it, why not let it go to a Select Com- 


mittee, which could, if it chose, enlarge 
that scope? The very object in sending 
the measure to a Select Committee was 
to enable evidence to be taken which 
would instruct them as to what were 
the proper limits and scope of such a Bill. 
He was strongly in favour of the measure 
being made applicable to engines in mines. 
One hon. Member opposite had suggested 
that a Bill of this kind was not required 
in the case of mines, because the Mines 
Regulation Act and the Special Rules 
already gave quite sufficient protection. 
But he was familiar with the Mines 
Regulation Act and Special Rules, and he 
ventured to say that there was no pro- 
vision either in the Act or in the Rules 
which struck at the mischief this Bill 
was intended to remedy. Hon. Members 
had taken objection to the Bill because 
it did not include domestic and agricul- 
tural engines and boilers. But if the 


the opportunity, as he had said before, 
would be afforded of either striking 
out objectional provisions or enlarging 
the scope of the measure. He took it 
that the promoters of the Bill, knowing 
the feeling of the House, had decided not 
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to be too ambitious. They had followed| Member who had interrupted him 
the line of least resistance, and had | would assist in sending the Bill to a Select 
adopted the course which experience | Committee, he could promise him plenty 
suggested was the only one likely to lead | of figures to justify the statement he 
to a successful issue of the Bill. But | had made. j 

he had not the slightest doubt that they 
would lend a willing ear to any proposal! = Coroxe, PILKINGTON (Lancashire 
from hon. Members on either side of the Newton) said he had listened with very 
House to enlarge the scope of their great interest to the discussion, and he 


r E 1 . " x £ . 
eit lhe a. oe who | had also listened in vain for any argument 
moved the rejection of the Bill laid great | which proved the necessity for passing the 


stress upon, and indeed made merry with | measure. He wished to allude to the 
Tre c ( .t > Sé « NN al v « § Ss . . . . 

a wa . wrngem yo | many exemptions which were being 
ATMINCaNe. NOW, he was nov im 10ve | made from the operation of the Bill. The 
with the Second-Class Certificate him- | |oegmotive engine of the railway com- 
self. But what was that certificate ! pany was to be exempted from inspection, 


It was to be given only to those who were 
in charge of very modest engines and 
boilers, engines of less than five horse- 
power, and boilers of something less than 


The hon. MemberforGateshead hadspoken 
in terms of very high praise of the drivers 
of these locomotive engines, but the 
engines were not to be brought under 


ten pounds pressure. It was quite|the Bill, although the Member for 
possible there had not been any serious | OJdham had, as he thought, conclusively 
accidents in connection with engines | shown that if any class of engine ought to 
and boilers of that kind, and, therefore, | je subjected to examination it was the 
they might well sweep away that particu- | locomotive boiler. Then the domestic 
lar provision without touching the prin- | boiler was to be left out. There was ho 
ciple of the Bill, and without in the least | inspection of that now, and one would 
degree impairing its efficiency. Since | haye thought that in bringing a measure 
the speech of the hon. Member who | of this sort before Parliament the pro- 
moved the rejection of the Bill, they | moters would have suggested an inspec- 
had not had even a hint of objection | tion of boilers which at the present time 
to the principle of the measure, an |escape it. Then there was the case of the 








he would therefore appeal to the 
House to allow it to go to a Second | 
Reading with a view to its being con-| 
sidered by a Select Committee. He repre- | 
sented a mining constituency, and he had | 
not heard a single word from a single 
miner there in opposition to the Bill. 
He had had on the contrary numerous 
communications and urgent messages 
from miners in favour of it. He was 
not amazed that they unanimously 
supported it, in view of their personal 
acquaintance with the terrible responsi- | 
bility which rested upon those who were | 
put in charge of the engines and boilers 
in our great mining enterprises. | 
They naturally were anxious that the 
House should do all it could to mitigate 
the terrible results which followed from 
incompetent and inefficient men being 
placed in charge of engines and boilers. 
There were many instances in which 
such terrible results had followed. [AN 
Hon. MEMBER: Name them.] A Second 
Reading debate was not the proper time | 
for quoting statistics, but if the hon. | 


Mr. Ure. 


agricultural boiler. He had the honour 
of sitting on the Committee on Boilers, 
and he thought it was pretty generally 
admitted that if there was any boiler 
which ought to be inspected it was the 
agricultural boiler. Yet it was not to be 
brought under this Bill! Exception was 
also to be made in the caseof road traction 
engines and steam-rollers. His hon. 
friend the Member for the Exchange 
Division of Liverpool asked for the ex- 
emption of merchant shipping, and that 
was conceded almost before he had con- 
eluded his remarks. Another hon. friend 
asked for the exclusion of motor-cars from 
the Bill, and was at once assured that 
they would not be brought under its 
operation, although if anything was a 
source of danger it surely was the motor- 
car, which went flying about the roads 


‘and was as liable to explode and kill people 


as any other piece of machinery. What 
was to be inspected under the Bill? The 
hon. Member who moved the Second 
Reading was a very fair man, and 
was thoroughly ' respected on both 
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sides of the House. He spoke, however, 


factories was of a casual nature, and was 
not thoroughly done. 


and engines and plant in 
throughout the country was of a most 


searching character; indeed the Com- | 


mittee who sat on Boilers stated in their 
Report that the boilers belonging tomine- 
owners of this country were already 
sufficiently inspected. Again, so far as 
factories were concerned, there was a 
whole army of most efficient inspectors, 
whose powers had been increased year by 
year. The Bill was, in fact, brought in 
to secure the inspection of boilers and 
engines which were already inspected up 
to the hilt, while it failed to deal with 
those engines and boilers which were at 
present subjected to no inspection, and 
were, consequently, a source of danger. 
He submitted that no case had been 
made out for the Bill, or for sending it 
to a Select Committee. He did not 
believe that small Bills of this sort were 
in the best interests of the country, of 
working-men, or of owners of mines and 
factories. The Government, as it had 
done in the past, should undertake legis- 
lation of this nature, and he hoped, 
therefore, that the House would not read 
the Bill a second time. 


*Mr. NORVAL W. HELME (Lancashire, 
Lancaster) said he thought they were all 
agreed that the underlying principle of the 
Bill was to protect the lives and limbs of 
persons engaged in places or living near 
where boilers and engines were used, and 
he held therefore they ought to send it toa 
Select Committee, so that it might be 
examined in all its aspects. It seemed, 
on the face of it, to be a Bill specially 
needed in regard to mines and to fac- 
tories, and he was satisfied that the 
owners of these industrial undertak- 
ings would not take exception to the 
provision, seeing that in places where 
boilers and engines of great power 
were required those now placed in 
charge of them would be competent to 
pass such van examination as was 
indicated in the Bill. One of the 


main objects of the B.ll was, however, 
to deal with those smaller concerns in 
which the necessary ability on the part 
of engine and boiler hands had not 
hitherto been secured. 


It appeared to 
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But the House | 
well knew that the inspection of boilers | 
mines | 
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him that the Bill should go a step further. 
as if the present inspection of mines and | 


and render compulsory the inspection of 
all boilers. This was especially neces- 
sary in thecase of boilers worked at 
high pressure. It was known that small 
employers often bought second-hand ones, 
and it was the inspection of these and old 
boilers that was specially desirable in the 
interest of public safety. There were a 
large number of cases in which engines 
were used in works in the north—in 
bleaching, dyeing and finishing, and 
printing and other industries—and_ it 
had been the custom in recent years to 
introduce machinery to which small 
engines were attached, so that the man 
in charge had only to turn the steam off 
and on when he needed it, instead of 
keeping the whole works under steam 
power when it was not needed. These 
were cases which showed that enquiry 
as to the exact wording of the clauses 
dealing with the number to be over- 
looked by one man, and _ he therefore 
hoped the Bill would be sent to a Select 
Committee. Thanks to the development 
of patent feeders, mechanical stoking 
was now largely resorted to, and to 
meet present-day requirements it would 
be sufficient to insist that a competent 
engineer should be placed at the head. 
in responsible charge, whilst the requi- 
site number of labourers would do the 
mere manual work of wheeling the 


‘coal. He did not like a system of second- 


class certificates. 


*THeE UNDER SECRETARY To THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. JESSE 
CoLtincs, Birmingham, Bordesley): | 
ean assure my hon. friend who intro- 
duced this Bill that the Government 
yield to no one in their desite and anxiety 
to support any measure that would have 
the effect of improving the means of 
saving life. But we are bound carefully 
to examine the details of any Bill brought 
forward with that object. The hon. 
Member and those who followed him 
spoke of the Bill as being mainly a 
miners’ Bill. If the Bill had been con- 
fined to winding engines it would have 
been a very different matter. But it 
goes much further than that ; it covers an 
area which I think very few hon. Members 
realise. It takes in—with the exceptions 
which have already been pointed out by 
several speakers—all the boilers and 
engines of the United Kingdom, prob- 
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ably 200,000 or more in number, and it 
would require the formation of a force of 
300,000 certificated men to deal with 
them. This force has very fairly been 
described as a privileged class. That is 
the scope of the Bill as it stands, and it is 
a very curious fact, which I gathered in 
listening to the debate, that there is not 
a single feature of the Bill which has not 
been opposed by one or other of the sup- 
porters of it. The whole debate has 
shown that there is a great diversity of 
opinion even among the supporters of the 
measure. On the point as to what is the 
principle of the Bill, even they are not 
agreed. The Bill changes the principle 
on which we have hitherto gone, that 
principle being to cast the whole respon- 
sibility on the steam user or owner. That 
has been the principle acted upon in the 
past, and I think it is the very best 
principle. At present the responsibility 
rests upon the employer, but if you com- 
pel him only to employ a certificated 
man you at once shift the responsibility 
to the Government. Does any Member 
of the House wish that to be done? I 
think it would be a very bad thing for 
the working man if such a principle were 
adopted. This change has been repu- 
diated by several Committees which have 
sat to consider the matter. There was 
a Committee in 1870-1871, the leading 
point in whose Report was that steam 
users should not be relieved of any re- 
sponsibility, but that they should be left 
free to choose the best men they can 
obtain to look after their engines and 
boilers, it being felt that they would have | 
the best knowledge of the character of 
the men they selected. The Committee | 
which sat last year drove home that 
recommendation in their Report. They 
said it was of the greatest importance to 
maintain the responsibility of the owners 
of the boilers for their safety, and they 
did not recommend any further legisla- 
tion with regard to mines, because they 
thought that they were already suffi- 
ciently provided for. The Committee, 
however, did recommend that there 
should be a periodical inspection and 
general examination of boilers. the want 
of which they held, and held rightly, are 
the main causes of accident. 

Although, if this Bill were passed, | 
it would cause an enormous amount | 
of inconvenience to the employer of | 
Mr. Jessie Collings. 
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(labour, by preventing him selecting 
‘the man whom he believed to be most 
fit, the Government will not stand 
‘in its way, provided it can be shown 
| that by its passing there is any prospect 
of securing a diminution in the number 
of accidents. The House is aware that 
‘every explosion which occurs in the 
United Kingdom has to be reported 
| within twenty-four hours to the Board of 
Trade. Last year fifty-nine explosions 
were so reported, and all were inquired 
into. In some cases only a preliminary 
inquiry was needed, but in others there 
was a regular commission of inquiry, 
with full powers to call for Papers and to 
take evidence on oath. I have referred 
to the inconvenience likely to be caused 
|to manufacturers. It is quite true that 
there is an emergency clause, but I think 
the hon. Member rather avoided dealing 
with that, and it struck me that if a 
strike were not declared ar. emergency, 
the whole trade of the country might be 
brought to a standstill within one hour. 
The hon. Member also referred to four or 
five explosions, but I venture to assert 
that not one of these he quoted would 
have been prevented if this Bill had been 
the law of the land. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham, Mid): 
I have sent away my Papers. Will the 
right hon. Gentleman kindly name the 
cases he refers to.? 

*Mr. JESSE COLLINGS : Let me say 
at once that I am not speaking in opposi- 
tion to the object of the Bill. I am only 
showing that it will not, as framed, 
secure the object aimed at. We all agree 
that that object should, if possible, be 
attained. Now I come to the cases cited 
by the hon. Member. The first is over- 
heating and want of attention to the 
water gauge. The next is over-heating 
with shortness of water, the attendant 
being probably deceived by the water 
gauge. 

Mr. JOHN WILSON: Would not 
that be want of skill on the part of the 
man, if he could not tell by the gauge 
the amount of water ? 


*Mr. JESSE COLLINGS : Overheat- 
ing through shortness of water—surely, 
that was a case of neglect, not want of 
knowledge. Last year the Government 
acknowledged, or said, that this want of 
inspection was the reason for these acci- 





377 


dent 
fifty 
and 
Tm 
of t 
intr 
will 
only 
nam 
mea 
simi 
be i 
hon. 

* 


Men 
read 
shoy 
by t 
*M 
obli; 
accil 
or t 
and 
Bill 
valy 
for 
exte 
fact 
is ni 
sible 
are 
will 
and 
are 
neg! 
this 
by 
neg! 
ean. 
mat 
the 
who 
ado} 
suff 
kno 
toa 
is a 
of 1 
if 1 
polr 
tion 
for 
Rea 
clus 
inet 
mee 
It t 
stea 
on 





ee 








877 Steam Engines and Boilers {1 May 1901} (Persons in Charge) Bill. 378 
dents. It is the cause of nearly all the | must bear in mind that the result of 
fifty-nine. They insisted on periodical | these inquiries which are instituted in 
and thorough inspection, and therefore | the case of every accident is the imposi- 
I must refer hon. Members to Clause 19 | tion of a penalty more or less heavy upon 


of the Factories Inspection Bill reeently | the employer, even though he can show 





introduced, which if it becomes law 
will provide a measure which will not 
only cover every one of the cases I have 
named, but prevent or be one of the best 


means of preventing every accident of a | 


similar nature. I should not perhaps 


be in order in doing more than to refer | 


hon. Gentlemen to that clause. 

*MR. 
Member would be quite in order in 
reading the clause with the view of 


showing that it covers the ground taken | 


by the Bill. 


*Mr. JESSE COLLINGS: I am much 
obliged. It is shown that all these 
accidents occur from want of inspection 


or the water gauge being out of order, | 
and Clause 19 of the Factories Inspection | 
Bill makes provision for proper safety | 


valves, steam and water gauges, and 


for periodical inspection, internal and | 


boilers in 
The inspector 


external, of all steam 
factories and workshops. 


is not to examine, but he is to be respon- | 


sible for seeing that these precautions 
are carried out. I think hon. Members 
will admit that that is a great advance, 
and will do away with accidents which 
are shown to be mainly the result of 
neglecting precautions, which will, if 
this Factories Bill passes, be enforced 
by law with severe penalties for 
neglecting them. So the Government 
cannot be accused of being lax in this 
matter. This does not include mines, 
the Report of the Select Committee 
whose recommendations have been 


adopted being that they thought mines | 


sufficiently dealt with. My hon. friend 
knows that mine owners are compelled 
to appoint a competent person, and there 
is a compulsion clause in the Mines Act 
of 1897 which enforces heavy penalties 
if rules are not carried out. These 
points taken together render its applica- 
tion to mines unnecessary. The Member 
for Oldham, while supporting the Second 
Reading, seemed to me to show most con- 
clusively that the whole Bill would be 
ineffective. I say it is a revolutionary 


SPEAKER: The right hon. | 


he is not personally responsible. If 
,there is evidence of neglect or want of 
attention, if he was fined, would not he 
havea right to say, “ You have prevented 
me selecting the best man for this em- 
ployment, a man whom I knew to be 
careful and sober, and who had a level 
head, and you compelled me to get a 
certificated man whom I did not know.” 
The question is whether we should not 
lessen the undoubted responsibility which 
/now rests on the owner. I agree with 
all my hon. friend has said as to the 
accidents being reduced to the lowest 
possible number, but I am not prepared 
to say that he has conclusively shown 
that they will be. It appears the pro- 
moter of the Bill is going to exclude 
from its operations the explosions on 
ships. If he does that twenty-five out 
of the fifty-nine explosions would be 
left untouched, and if he takes away 
much more there will not be anything 
left. By my statement I hope it will be 
understood that I am most desirous 
of promoting anything which is caleu- 
lated to effect the end in view. The one 
point I wish to impress upon the House 
is that the provisions of the new Factories 
Inspection Bill do meet, will meet the 
majority, if not the whole, of the cases of 
accident. I must just say one word as to 
the examination for certificates. The 
Bill does not say what the Secretary of 
State has to do—what form the examina- 
| tion is to take, or what the cost of it is to 
be, or where it is to take place—and | 
must protest against the imposing on 
the Secretary of State the granting of a 
certificate upon the recommendation 
of two men. Nothing would be more 
likely to get an unsatisfactory class of 
-men than that. I think this Bill should 
_be most safely guarded. Under these 
| circumstances the Government will not 
| oppose the Bill. 


*Mr. JACOBY: 
Select Committee ? 


JESSE COLLINGS: 


What about the 


| ™Mr. The 





measure effecting a change of principle. | Government will not oppose it. They 
[t takes all these responsibilities from the | are ready to meet the House as far as 
steam user, and practically places them | threshing this matter out, and no doubt 
on the Government, because the House the Committee will deal with this Bill 
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in a far more satisfactory manner than | was inconsistent with the provision in 
a Committee of this House. “val Factory Bill. This Bill would not 

fn ee relieve the employer of responsibility, 
oS RCE eet, aE wl ly mn 
th Ham tn expan. ding the| °Mpsene and gale men and 
whole of his speech, and had now sai : : ‘ 
the Government would not oppose the | Prove their education. He was glad 


, 1! | that the Government had arrived at 
Bill. He congratulated the Government | 41, decision not to oppose the Bill. He 


on the progress they had made since | hoped the Bill’ would be read a second 


1897, seeing that they had’ advanced | ;; : wee 
; fe Ime witho lvls 2 
to the extent of not opposing the measure; | hout a division, and would be 


but he was rather surprised, having | at once referred to a Select Committee. 
regard to the tone of the right hon.| Si ALFRED HICKMAN (Wolver. 
Gentleman’s criticism, that he had| hampton, W.) said he would not Oppose 
arrived at the conclusion he had. The an inquiry which might lead to some. 
Bill was first brought forward in 1895, thing which would lessen the risk to 
and the Second Reading was carried! the lives and limbs of the workmen, 
without a division. It came up again and he would support the proposal to 
in 1897, and, in spite of the attitude | refer this Bill to a Select Committee. 


of the Government, was carried by a. bcs pep 
large majority. It had since been, Mr. HELDER (Whitehaven) said his 


demanded by an increasing number of | 2#™¢ was on the back of the Bill, and he 


those most affected, and whose lives | looked upon it very much as a registra- 


were imperilled by the neglect of those | tion Bill for those in charge of engines 


who managed boilers, and the men | #2d boilers. There were two classes 


employed in mines, who suffered from | who would be affected by it, those at 
a want of care on the part of those at | Present in charge of the engines and 
the winding engines. The demand had | boilers and those who would come after 
become so pressing that a deputation | them. With regard to those in charge 
had two years previously waited upon | at present, where they had attended to 
the present Home Secretary, and he | their business well they should be allowed 


could not refuse a Commission. All the | certificates without examination. With 
regard to the others, who came after. 


eriticisms which had been heard to-night | : 2 ; 
were criticisms directed to the details of wards, he believed with the march of 
the Bill, and particularly to the omission | education they would be able to obtain 
of certain kinds of engines and boilers | vo seid meg ot m9 when it became 
used in certain employments, which | oy _ co : my would - paca 
might have been included—although if | *° reageene much more useful members of 
they had been included he was not Nepsereae, del se 

prepared to say how much the House} *Mr. TOMLINSON said though he 
would have heard of persons who were’ had not changed his opinion he did not 
in possession of motor cars and agricul-| wish to stand in the way of an inquiry 
tural engines—or criticisms like that | before a Select Committee. He therefore 
of the Under Secretary for Home Affairs, | asked leave to withdraw his Amendment. 
which might have equally been directed 
against the Factory Acts, and the Mining 
Acts, and the Merchant Shipping Acts,; Bill read a second time, and committed 
as against the Bill before the House. | to a Select Committee. 


*Mr. JESSE COLLINGS said he had | ee 
laid great stress on the fact that the PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE 


Government, by their clause in the ey 


Amendment by leave withdrawn. 


Factory Bill, had gone in the direction {Seconp Reaprnc.] 
which the right hon. Gentleman seemed} Order for Second Reading read. 
to think he was deprecating. *Mr. HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.): I do 


Mr. BRYCE said he thought the} not altogether despair of getting the 
attitude of the right hon. Gentleman | Second Readingof this Bill,for this reason, 


Mr. Jesse Collings. 
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that though the Bill deals with a subject | to advance and develop the industries 
very important to Ireland the circum- | of Ireland. The Scotch Bill was based 
stance of its being merely an extension|on a most elaborate Report of a 
to Ireland of an Act of Parliament passed | Select Committee, and this question has 
two years ago for Scotland furnishes an | been agitated for thirty or forty years, 
unanswerable argument why, at all andthe Lord Advocate in introducing the 
events, it should get a Second Reading. | Scotch Act said that if that Bill was 
The object of the Bill is to expedite and | passed it would follow as a natural 
cheapen the procedure for private Bill | corollary that a similar measure would 
legislation in Ireland, and is framed on | be extended to Ireland and Wales. The 
the model of the Scotch Act of 1899, | extent, if I might point out to hon. 
which was passed after careful considera- Members—— 


tion by this House, and in order if pos-/ fe. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
sible to disarm opposition, I have not S.): No, do not. We want to get the 
indulged in any originality, but have | py ,.. 

. ’ é a | Bill passed. 
copied almost verbatim the Scotch Act | be , Be Rie 
and merely changed what is necessary) *Mr. HEMPHILL: But I think it is 
for its application to Ireland. I can say | Necessary in so Important a matter to 
it is verbatim the Scotch Act, mutatis | show the grounds on which I rely, The 
mutandis. Last year a resolution was | state of things at present is almost 
passed unanimously acknowledging the | intolerable. The object of this Bill is to 
necessity for the extension of such enable the inquiries on private Bill 
an Act to Ireland, and I therefore | legislation, which are now held in 





feel that I can almost reckon, with- | 
out opposition, upon the support of 
what | might call three of the units of | 
which this House consists: the Scotch | 
Members, who have succeeded in obtain- | 
ing an Act for Scotland; the Welsh. 
Members, because the hon. Member for 
Merthyr has brought in a Bill to extend | 
the Scotch Act to Wales; and as to| 
the English Members, I trust I may | 
rely on the passive support of the | 
Government for the present application ; 
and of course, if the Second Reading | 
passes, any improvements which the. 
Government might make in the Bill will | 
be at once adopted. I cannot say what 
attitude my hon. friends below the Gang- 
way from Ireland will take with regard 
to this Bill, but I respectfully appeal to 
them at all events to give it a Second 
Reading, which will give them ample 


London, to be held in Ireland; while 
at the same time it is important to 
retain the control of such legislation in 
this House. It does not surrender the 
constitutional right of this House to be 
the ultimate arbiter of any Bill that 
ultimately becomes law. It reconciles 
the two things—local inquiry and Parlia- 
mentary control. Last year, I might 
mention, a Bill brought in by the Great 
Southern and Western Railway, the 
inquiry into which took twenty-seven 
days, cost the corporation £25,000 and 
the Midland Railway £9,000. And now, 
having regard to the hour, I will leave 
the matter in the hands of thé House. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second. 
i\time.—(Mr. Hemphill.) 


THE CHIEF SECRETARY For IRE- 





time to consider whether from their point, LAND (Mr. WynpHam, Dover): On 
of view there is any possible objection to | behalf of the Government, I am not 
it. It is wholly devoid of political com-| opposed to the principle of the Bill ; 
plexion. If it could be said for a moment | indeed, I shall be glad to see the principle 
to in any way retard the great desire of | of the Bill affirmed. The measure, how- 
the Irish party for Home Rule I should | ever, will require very careful considera- 
be the last person in the world to intro-| tion in the Committee stage. I do not 
duce it, but so far from doing that I at all accept the view that a Bill which 
believe it will lend a helping hand to | suited the needs of Scotland necessarily 
ultimately obtain the legislation so much | suits those of Ireland. And I doubt 
desireda—Home Rule. The Chambers of | whether it would be wise for the Chief 
Commerce of Cork, Belfast, Dublin, and | Secretary for Ireland to take upon him- 
other places have unanimously passed | self all the responsibilities conferred 
resolutions pointing out the absolute) under the Scotch Bill. I would much 
necessity of having some such measure! prefer, if it were possible, that some- 
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panel should be formed which would be 
acceptable to all parties. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
The object which the right hon. Gentle- 
man has in moving this Bill is one which 
is shared in by Irish Members on all sides 
of the House. The evil of the present 
system is simply monstrous. All it 
requires is for it to be stated to meet with 
universal condemnation. 
present system it is impossible even for 
small unopposed Bills affecting small 


Adjournment of 


towns in Ireland to be passed into law | 


without great expense. I will give one 
instance which | think will prove that 
more than many large illustrations which 
I might give. 
and attempt to pilot through this House 


a little unopposed Bill dealing with a | 


hospital in Waterford—my own con- 
stituency. It was a hospital founded by 
King John for the purpose of dealing 
with lepers. It had fallen into disuse, 


and the intention was to turn it into the | 


city and county infirmary. In order to 
do that it was necessary to come here and 
get an Act passed, and the cost of doing 
that was £300—in fees. There were no 
funds for the purpose, and I had to go to 


two philanthropic gentlemen in my con- | 


stituency to put their hands into their 
pockets. But the right hon. Gentleman 


has asked merely to extend to Ireland the | 


Scotch Act exactly as it stands. The new 
Scotch system only came into operation 
this year, and we have had no oppor- 
tunity of knowing whether even in 
Scotland the measure which has been 
passed has been found to be a useful one. 
it seems to me that a measure which may 
be satisfying to Scotland could not 
necessarily be applied with safety to 
Ireland. Under the circumstances, it is 
impossible for us to consent to the 
Second Reading of the Bill. We are 
thoroughly in agreement with the 
principle, and we hope the Govern- 
ment will find time to deal with this 
matter, but we do not think we should 
be asked after a quarter of an hour’s 
debate to pass a measure which we know 
nothing about. So far as I understand 
the measure passed for Scotland, it would 
not as it stands be at all suitable for Ire- 
land. There are many portions which 
would be very injurious, one, for instance, 
which gives an unlimited right of appeal 
to this House. We know perfectly 
well that in every case where large 


Mr. Wyndham. 


{COMMONS} 


Under the! 


I had once to introduce | 
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interests are concerned one side or the 
other would be sure to appeal, and ex- 
pense would be increased rather than 
diminished. I am quite sure that if 
the Irish Attorney-General and Chief 
Secretary would set themselves the 
task of endeavouring to frame a Bill— 
and they ought to frame it in consulta- 
tion with the Irish Members on _ both 
sides of the House—they would be able 
to frame a measure which would meet 
'with unanimous acceptation. Under 
these circumstances I beg to move the 
adjournment of the debate. 


Debate adjourned till Wednesday next, 


CORONERS’ INQUESTS (RAILWAY 
* FATALITIES) BILL. 


[SECOND READING. ] 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.) moved the Second Reading of this 
Bill. He asked the President of the 
Board of Trade to accept the Second 
Reading, and refer the measure to a 
Select Committee. The Bill represented 
the wishes of the trade unions and the 
railway men’s organisations. It asked 
to have principles now recognised with 
regard to factories and mines applied 
to coroners’ inquests in railway cases, 
Certain rights were conferred on rela- 
tives of a deceased person to be present 
at the inquiry, and some adequate ex- 
pert representation of the Board of Trade 
was sought to be secured. 

Motion made, and Question _ pro- 
posed, “* That the Bill be now read a 
second time. ’—(Mr. Channing.) 


Mr. BANBURY (Camberwell, Peck- 
ham) said that the course provided by 
the Bill would be a very inconvenient 
course 0: proceeding alike to the Board 
of Trade, the coroners, and the relatives 


of the unfortunate person who had been 


killed —— 
It being half-past Five of the Clock, 
the debate stood adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed upon Tuesday 
next. 


PUBLIC PETITIONS COMMITTEE, 
Fifth Report brought up, and read ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


Adjourned at twenty-five minutes 
before Six of the clock. 
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Private Bill 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Thursday, 2nd May, 1901. 


EARL OF CLANCARTY. 

Petition of William Frederick Earl of 
Clanearty, in the Peerage of Ireland, 
claiming a right to vote at the elections 
of Representative Peers for Ireland ; 
read, and referred to the Lord Chancellor 
to consider and report thereupon to the 
House. 


385 


INTRODUCED. 
Arthur Foley, Lord Bishop of London, 


was (in the usual manner) introduced. 


TOOK THE OATH. 


The Marquess of Normanby took the 
Oath. 


5 
: 
3 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


S$ WEST AND SOUTH LONDON JUNC- 








TION RAILWAY BILL [4.1.]. 
My 
§ of No. 19, Abingdon Street, Westminster, | 
“ parliamentary agents, praying for leave 
* to present a petition of Owners, etc., in 
* Park Lane, praying to be heard by 
counsel against the Bill, although the 
time limited by Standing Order No. 92 
for presenting such petition has expired ; 
read, and ordered to lie on the Table ; 
and Standing Order No. 92 to be con- 
sidered to-morrow in order to its being 
dispensed with. 


at the commencement of 


WIGAN CORPORATION TRAMWAYS, 
ETC., BILL [H.L.}. 

Report from the Select Committee, | 
That the Committee had not proceeded 
with the consideration of the Bill, no 
parties having appeared in opposition 
thereto ; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table; the orders made on the 18th 
March last and Friday last discharged ; 
and Bill committed. 





<n .fsterisk& (> 


LONDON __ (CITY) SCHOOL FOR 
ORPHANS OF FREEMEN BILL [H.L.]. 


Reported without Amendment. 





SHREWSBURY GAS BILL [H.L.]. 
Reported with Amendments. 
VOL. XCIII. 





[FouRTH SERIES. | 
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BIDEFORD AND CLOVELLY RAILWAY 
(ABANDONMENT) BILL [H.1.]. 


Committed. 


Business. 


GRANGEMOUTH WATERPROVISIONAL 
ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL [H.1.]. 
(No. 46.) 

A Bill to confirm a Provisional Order 
under the Private Legislation Procedure 
(Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to the 
water supply of the burgh of Grange- 
mouth. 





HAMILTON BURGH PROVISIONAL 
ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL [t.1.]. 
(No. 47.) 

A Bill to confirm a Provisional Order 
under the Private Legislation Procedure 
(Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to the 
burgh of Hamilton. 


SCOTTISH PROVIDENT INSTITUTION 
PROVISIONAL ORDER CONFIRMA- 
TION BILL [u.1.]. (No. 48.) 

A Bill to confirm a Provisional Order 
under the Private Legislation Procedure 

(Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to the 





Petition of Messrs. Torr and Company, | Scottish Provident Institution. 


Were presented by the Earl Waldegrave 
(for the Earl of Dudley) ; to be printed ; 
and (pursuant to the Private Legislation 
Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, Section 


7 (2)); read 1* and 2%: Committee 
negatived. 
MANCHESTER (MARKET STREET 


AREA) IMPROVEMENTS BILL [H.1.]. 

Report from the Select Committee, 
that it is not expedient to proceed further 
with the Bill ; read, and ordered to lie 
on the Table. 


CARDIFF RAILWAY BILL [H.1.]. 


Report from the Select Committee, 
That the Bill, on being reported, should be 
referred to the Chairman of Committees, 
in order that certain proofs and consents 
may be given in respect thereto; read, 
and agreed to: Bill reported from the 
Select Committee with Amendments ; 
and re-committed. 


FINCHLEY AND HENDON TRAMWAYS 
BILL [H.L. }. 


Read 2°. 
P 








Private Bill 
GRAVESEND GAS BILL. 


HONLEY URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
(GAS) BILL. 


LONDON BRIDGE WIDENING BILL. 
Read 2%, and committed. 
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GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY BILL. 

Read 2%, and committed ; The Com- 
mittee to be proposed by the Committee 
of Selection. 


BURY CORPORATION TRAMWAYS 
BILL. 
Read 2%, and committed. 


ROYAL EXCHANGE ASSURANCE BILL 
[H.L. ]. 


ALBION STEAM COAL COMPANY BILL | 


BILL [H.L.]. 


CHESTER GAS BILL [H.1.]. 
Read 3%, and passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 


HARROGATE 


LEEDS CORPORATION 
[H.L.]. 


RIPON CORPORATION BILL 


HARROGATE CORPORATION 
[H.L.]. 

Report from the Committee of Selec- 
tion, That the following Lords be pro- 
posed to the House to form the Select 
Committee for the consideration of the 
said Bills, viz. : 

E. Buckinghamshire, 

L. Barnard, 

L. Mendip (V. Clifden), 

L. Llangattock, 

L. Hawkesbury (chairman) ; 


WATER BILL [.1.]. 
WATER BILL 


[H.L. J. 
BILL 


agreed to ; and the said Lords appointed 
accordingly: The Committee to meet 
on Monday, the 13th instant, at Twelve 
o'clock ; and all petitions referred to the 


Committee, with leave to the petitioners | 


praying to be heard by counsel against 
the Bills to be heard as desired, as also 
counsel for the Bills. 


CLYDE NAVIGATION DRAFT 
PROVISIONAL ORDER. 
Ordered, that the evidence taken 
before the Committee of this House on 
the Renfrew Burgh and Harbour Ex- 
tension Bill, 1899, be referred to the 
Commissioners appointed under the 
Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) 


{LORDS} 
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Act, 1899, to inquire into the Clyde 
Navigation Draft Provisional Order. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 8) BILL [n.t.]. (No. 49.) 
A Bill to confirm certain Provisional 

Orders made by the Board of Trade 

under the Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 

and 1888, and the Electric Lighting 

(Scotland) Act, 1890, relating to Clyde 

Bank, Crieff, Dalkeith, Dollar, Falkirk, 

Galashiels, Gourock, Jedburgh, Melrose, 

and Oban. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 9) BILL [H.1.]. (No. 50) 
A Bill to confirm certain Provisional 

Orders made by the Board of Trade 

| under the Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 

and 1888, relating to Alnwick, Ann- 

field Plain, Benfieldside, Consett, Hands- 
worth, Norton, Pickering, St. Austell, 

Shildon and East Thickley, and Whitley 

and Monkseaton. 





| ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 10) BILL [H.1L.].  (No,'51.) 
A Bill to confirm certain Provisional 
| Orders made by the Board of Trade 
| under the Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 
‘and 1888, relating to Blackrock, Dun- 
'gannon, Kildare, and Waterford. 


Were presented by the Earl of Hard- 
wicke (for the Earl of Dudley) ; read 1¢; 
to be printed; and referred to the, 

| Examiners. 


| EDUCATION BOARD PROVISIONAL 
| ORDER CONFIRMATION (LONDON) 
BILL {u.1.]. (No. 52.) 


| 
| A Bill to confirm a Provisional Order 
| made by the Board of Education under 
the Elementary Education Acts, 1870 
/to 1900, to enable the School Board for 
London to put in force the Lands Clauses 
Acts. 


EDUCATION BOARD PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS CONFIRMATION (BARNES, 
ETC.) BILL [nt]. (No. 53.) 

A Bill to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders made by the Board of Education 
under the Elementary Education Acts, 
1870 to 1900, to enable the School 
Boards for Barnes, Hartlepool, Man 
chester, Merthyr Tydvil, and Waltham- 
stow to put in force the Lands Clauses 
Acts: 
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Were presented by the Earl of Walde- 
grave (for the Lord President (D. Devon- 
shire)) ; read 1%; to be printed ; and re- 
ferred to the Examiners. 


PAISLEY GAS PROVISIONAL ORDER 
BILL. 

Read 3* (according to order), and 
passed. 


AND SEVERN PROVISIONAL 
ORDER BILL. 
Read 2 (according to order), and 

committed to a Committee of the Whole 

House to-morrow. 


THAMES 


WIDOWS AND ORPHANS OF SOLDIERS 
AND SAILORS. 

The evidence taken before the Joint 
Committee from time to time to be 
printed, but no copies to be delivered, 
except to Members of the Committee, 
until further order. 


LONDON UNDERGROUND RAILWAYS. 

Leave given to the Select Committee 
to hear parties interested, by them- 
selves, their counsel, agents, and wit- 
nesses, so far as the Committee think 
fit: The evidence taken before the 
Select Committee from time to time 
to be printed for the use of the Members 
of this House; but no copies thereof 
to be delivered, except to members of 
the Committee and to such other per- 
sons as the Committee shall think fit, 
until further order. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
No. 2586. Spain (Consular District of 
Corunna). 

Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


PETITION. 
EDU€ATION RATE. 


Petition that ratepayers may be 


allowed to allocate their rate to the sup- 
port of voluntary schools ; of inhabitants 
of Higher and Lower Tranmere and 
others ; read, and ordered to lie on the 


{2 May 1901} 
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MARRIAGES LEGALISATION BILL [z.1.]. 


Sovereign in Parliament. 


[Seconp REaADING.] 


Order of the Day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 


Lorp BELPER: My Lords, the object 
of this Bill is to remove disabilities due to 
various local circumstances. Doubts 
have arisen as to the validity of certain 
marriages solemnised in certain churches 
and places mentioned in the schedule of 
the Bill, and it is intended to remove 
those doubts. In some cases new 
churches have been used for the solemni- 
sation of marriages without having been 
properly licensed. There is in the body 
of the Bill a reference to certain marriages 
which took place in the Church of St. 
Mary, Greenhithe, Kent. It was erro- 
neously thought for some time that the 
two training ships moored in the Thames 
off Greenhithe were within the limits of 
the new parish of Greenhithe, and per- 
sons residing on board those ships had 
been married at that church. In October, 
1899, the London Gazette contained an 
Order in Council properly comprising 
those ships within the parish of Green- 
hithe, and it is intended by this Bill to 
make those marriages legal which were 
performed before that date. Each parish 
concerned is specifically mentioned in 
the schedule of the Bill, as well as the 
dates of the marriages which it is desired 
to legalise. 








Bill read 2% (according to Order), and 
committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Monday next. 


POLLING ARRANGEMENTS \PARLIA- 
MENTARY BOROUGHS) BILL [2.1]. 


POLLING DISTRICTS (COUNTY 
COUNCILS) BILL [a.t.]. 
Read 3% (according to Order), and 
passed, and sent to the Commons. 


PRESENCE OF THE SOVEREIGN IN 
PARLIAMENT. 

Message from the Commons that they 
have ordered that the Committee ap- 
pointed by them to join with the Com- 
mittee of this House to consider the sub- 
ject of the Presence of the Sovereign in 
Parliament, do meet the Lords’ Com- 





P 2 
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mittee in Committee Room A on Friday | and the cost of collecting the pay- 
next at Three of the clock, as proposed | ments that are made is so great that 
by their Lordships. last year £4,000 was spent in collecting 
£26,000. What is wanted is that the 
REFORMATORY AND INDUSTRIAL children who are sent to these schools 
SCHOOLS. should have the cost of their mainte- 

*Lorp NORTON: My Lords, I beg to | nance made a charge upon the parents 
ask His Majesty’s Government whether | at the time, and the recovery of the 
they will deal this session with the most | payments should be made as easy as 
urgent recommendations of the Home |the recovery of similar payments under 
Office Report on Reformatory and Indus- |the Bastardy Acts, and—in the case of 
trial Schools, particularly with what it Scottish schools of the same nature— 
calls the immediately needed amendment | they should be recoverable by summary 
of the law relating to the collection of | process. ; : 
parental payments, which was a wholly; The other recommendations in the 
unopposed part of the Youthful Offen-| Home Office Report are very important, 
ders Bill which was dropped last session. | but not so urgent as this one, and I 
I know that it may not be possible for a think it would be a great pity, if there 
Bill including all those recommendations jg not time to deal with all of them, 
to be passed this year, but what I want | that we should lose this particular 
particularly to know is whether, if it is) Amendment. It could be accomplished 
found impossible to deal with all of them, | by a very short Bill, and one which 
a short Bill might not be introduced | would not meet with the slightest oppo- 
dealing with the particular point to| sition. That it would not meet with 
which I alluded in my question—namely, opposition is proved by the fact that, 
the better collection than at present of |though this Amendment was part. of 
parents’ payments. It certainly is most |}the Youthful Offenders Bill of last 
mischievous that parents should be | session, not one word was said against 
allowed, and even encouraged, to throw |those clauses, the Bill being dropped 
their children upon the streets, and so/ for other reasons. Another recommen- 
charge their care and education entirely | dation of the Report was that reformatory 
on the public. |and industrial schools should be recog- 
I introduced in Parliament the first | nised as one and the same institution. 
Bill on the subject of both reformatory | That, in my opinion, is a most important 
and industrial schools, and I have had | point. The two schools are used in- 
for over fifty years a good deal to do | discriminately, and the treatment is so 
with the conduct of institutions of this| much alike that, going from one to 
kind, but I have no hesitation in saying |the other, it would be impossible to 
that, in spite of the interest which I | detect any difference. The attempt 
take in these schools and the great to keep them distinct is fraught with 
good which I know they have done, I}a great deal of mischief. I should 
would prefer to see them abolished|be the last to suggest that children 
altogether than that they should offer, | who, through no fault of their own, but 
as they do at present, an absolute |through the fault of their parents, 
premium on the neglect of children | have committed crime should not be 
by vicious parents. The law should) punished. It is most important that 
compel parents who have, by neglect,;they should be punished, but they 
thrown the care of their children|should not be punished by education 
on the State to repay as much, at all |in the police department. Their punish- 
events, of the expense inflicted on the| ment is now forbidden in prison, and 
public as the children would cost them | should be separate from their educa- 
at home. The present system tends to|/tion in school. Reformatory and 
destroy that sense of parental respon- | industrial schools are simply schools for 
sibility which it is to the best interest | homeless outcast children. It is to the 
of the country to maintain. Owing to |interests of the State, to say nothing of 
the difficult and circuitous method of |\common charity to the children, that 
collecting payments, a very great | they should be educated, but to educate 
number of parents escape altogether, | them by a penal system, keeping up in 
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their minds during the whole of their HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
childhood a sense of criminality, is most 

disastrous, and the sooner the system is Thursday, 2nd May, 1901. 
put an end to the better. I think this | 
recommendation in the Home Office 
Report is, therefore, extremely im- | PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
portant, if not so urgent as the one I am | 
pressing upon the Government. Home 
Office schools are, in my opinion, an| GATESHEAD AND DISTRICT TRAM- 
anomaly, for they cannot constitute a | WAYS BILL. 

system of national education. To these HORLEY DISTRICT GAS BILL. 
schools the Home Secretary the other) Read the third time, and passed. 
day wrongly gave the credit of the fact 
that many of the boys educated in eto Ten fe 

them wf Mdtoguiihet themselves in en —— pane tiiianniaciate 
the South African War, and that three For conferring further powers on 
of them had gained the Victoria the London United Tramways, Limited, 
Cross. Well, why should they not ?| for constructing tramways and widening 
They are not different from other |@d altering roads in the counties of 
boys, except in their early neglect, | London, Middlesex, and Surrey ; and for 


which possibly made them hardier, | other purposes,” read the first time ; 


if not more courageous, and so far | and referred to the Examiners of Peti- 


better soldiers than boys who had | tions for Private Bills. 

not gone through such hardships in 

their youth. The moral is that these; LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
boys, given a proper education, are | ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 

likely to do as well and to be as well con-' Reported, without Amendment [Pro- 
ducted as other children. I hope the visional Orders confirmed]; Report to 
noble Lord who will reply on behalf of lie upon the Table. 

ee wate Sympathetic! Bil to be read the third time to 








| Morrow. 


Lorp BELPER: I am sure my noble | a Hind iy J . 
friend will excuse me if I do not enter! 'OCAL a ae toe pa 
into all the matters to which he has | for ee = 


alluded, many of which seem to| Reported, without Amendment [Pro- 


me somewhat outside the question | visional Orders confirmed]; Report to 
on the Paper. I can assure him lie upon the Table. 

that the Secretary of State for the| pi to be read the third time to- 
Home Department is fully alive to) jorrow 

the importance of amending the law in | 

the direction proposed. There was, as | : eaten pom 

my noble friend has stated, a clause in | sO OORDERS (POOR ca a me me 
the Youthful Offenders Bill of last year | ‘ 

for this purpose, and the Secretary of Reported without Amendment [Pro- 
State has authorised me to say that he | visional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie 
has drafted a measure, which he hopes | upon the Table. 

to be able to introduce very shortly, | , ; : . 
Ghith. in, dition, to. other 2 lake. wil | Bill to be read the third time to- 


contain this amendment of the law. Of | es 


course, my right hon. friend the Home | ORLA LADiet Sh 

Secretary cannot, considering the state | a ce Oe and 

of business in the other House, make any | eid 2 ; 

definite promise as to when the Bill will| Reported, without Amendment [Pro- 

he ieiteeduesd: | visional Order confirmed] ; Report to lie 
upon the Table. 


House adjourned at ten minutes 
before Five of the clock till) Bil] to be read the third time to- 
morrow. 





to-morrow, half-past Ten of 
the clock. 
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METROPOLITAN COMMON 
(HAM) PROVISIONAL ORDER BILL. 


Reported without Amendment [Pro- 
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RAILWAY BILLS (GROUP 83). 


Mr. SEALE-HAYNE reported from the 
Committee on Group 3 of Railway Bills, 


visional Order confirmed] ; Report to lie That the parties opposing the London 


upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time to- 


morrow. 


HULL, BARNSLEY, AND WEST RIDING 


JUNCTION RAILWAY AND DOCK BILL. 


DUBLIN CORPORATION (MARKETS, 
ETC.) BILL. 


Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed- 


DUBLIN ST. JAMES’ 
TRAMWAYS BILL. 


PEMBROKE URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 


(COUNTY OF DUBLIN) BILL. 
CALEDONIAN RAILWAY BILL. 


Reported, with Amendments ; Reports 


to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


RICHMOND GAS BILL. 
STROUD GAS BILL. 


Reported, with Amendments ; Reports 
to lie upon the Table. 


WEST SURREY WATER BILL. 


Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table. and to be printed. 


RAILWAY BILLS (GROUP 5). 

Mr. Batty LANGLEY reported from the 
Committee on Group 5 of Railway Bills, 
That at the meeting of the Committee 
this day an intimation was received 
from Sir Lewis M’Iver, Chairman of the 
Committee, stating that he was unable 
on account of illness to attend the Com- 
mittee this day ; and for the convenience 
of parties the Committee had adjourned 
till Monday next, at half-past Eleven of 
the clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


BURGESS HILL WATER BILL. 


ALDERSHOT GAS AND WATER BILL. 


Reported, with Amendments ; Reports 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL 
(SPITALFIELDS MARKET) BILL. 


Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table. 





GATE BREWERY 


County Counc']l (Tramways and Street 
Widenings) Bill had stated that the 
evidence of Henry George Hills, Town 
Clerk of the Metropolitan Borough of 
Wandsworth, Council House, Wands- 
worth, was essential to their case ; and 
it having been proved that his attendance 
could not be procured without the inter- 
vention of the House, he had been 
instructed to move that the said Henry 
George Hills do attend the said Com- 
mittee upon Tuesday next, at half-past 
Eleven of the clock, and that he do bring 
with him— 
(1) The Minutes of the Borough 
Council relating to London 
House, Garrett Lane, Wands- 
worth ; 














(2) The Minutes of the Borough 
Council relating to the widening 
| of Garrett Lane proposed to be 
authorised by the Bill ; 


passed between the Borough 
Council and the London County 
Council thereon. 


Ordered, That Henry George Hills do 
attend the Committee on Group 3 of 
Railway Bills on Tuesday next, at half 
past Eleven of the clock, and produce the 
said documents. 


| (3) All Correspondence which has 


Mr. SEALE-HAYNE reported from the 
Committee on Group 3 of Railway Bills, 
That the parties opposing the London 
County Council (Tramways and Street 
Widenings) Bill had stated that the 





evidence of Superintendent Robert Shan- 
non, Metropolitan Police Station, Ken- 
nington Road, S.E., was essential to their 
case ; and, it having been proved that his 
attendance could not be procured without 
the intervention of the House, he had 
been instructed to move that the said 





Superintendent Robert Shannon do 
attend the said Committee on Tuesday 
next, at half-past Eleven of the clock. 


Ordered, That Superintendent Robert 
Shannon do attend the Committee on 
Group 3 of Railway Bills on Tuesday 
next, at half-past Eleven of the clock. 
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RAILWAY BILLS (GROUP 7). POLLING ARRANGEMENTS (PARLIA- 
Sir SamueL Hoare reported from the MESTARY BOROUGHS) 
Committee on Group 7 of Railway Bills ; Petition from Battersea, for alteration 
That, for the convenience of parties, the of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 
Committee had adjourned till Friday, 


veports, be. 








10th May, at Eleven of the clock. 
Report to lie upon the Table. 


NORTH EASTERN RAILWAY BILL 


Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP KK). 
»Mr. HEYwoop JOHNSTONE reported from 
the Committee on Group K of Private 
Bills; That, for the convenience of 
parties, the Committee had adjourned 
till Monday next, at half-past Eleven of 
the clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


PETITIONS. 


AGRICULTURAL RATES ACT, 1896. 


Petition from West Ward, in favour of 
re-enactment ; to lie upon the Table. 


COAL. 


Two Petitions from Burradon, against 
proposed Customs Export Duty ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


COAL MINES (EMPLOYMENT) BILL. 


Petitions in favour, from Gorllwyn, 
and Dallas ; to lie upon the Table. 


ELEMENTARY EDUCATION (NEW 
CODE OF REGULATIONS FOR DAY 
SCHOOLS). 

Petition from Birmingham, for altera- 
tion of Article 101 (g) ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ 
SUPERANNUATION BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Mountain 
Ash, and Manchester ; to lie upon the 

Table. 


MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 
Petitionsin favour, from Curt-y-Bettws; 
Aberbeeg ; Dullas; and Gorllwyn; to 
lie upon the Table. 


POLLING DISTRICTS 


COUNCILS). 
Petition from Battersea, for alteration 
of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 


(COUNTY 


PUBLIC LIBRARIES. 


Petition from Battersea, for alteration 
of Law; to lie upon the Table. 


| SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Scarborough ; 
Docking ; Newton ; Felton ; Colcorton ; 
Tiverton; Heworth; Birmingham ; 
Finsbury Park ; Parkgate; Tadcaster ; 
Jarrow-on-Tyne ; and Stockton-on-Tees ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Nottingham ; 
Dowlais ; Stockton ; Southport (two) ; 
Ilfracombe (two) ; Manchester ; Birming- 
ham ; and Earsdon; to lie upon the 
| Table. 
| 





SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Kilbarchan ; 

Edinburgh ; Botriphnie; Kilmalcolm ; 
and Annan ; to lie upon the Table. 


SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON ACCESSION 
BILL. 
Petitions against, from Glodwick and 
Thorney ; to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD 
(IRELAND) INQUIRY (WEXFORD). 
Return presented, relative thereto 

[ordered 22nd April; Sir Thomas 
Esmonde] ; to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 149.] 


WARS IN SOUTH AFRICA AND CHINA 
(COST AND EXPENDITURE). 
Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 30th April; Mr. Sydney Buz- 
ton]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 150.] 
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TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES’. | Powell ordered hats for his constabulary 
Copy presented, of Diplomatic and | at a cost of £1 each ; whether the whole 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, No. | consignment was captured by the Boers ; 
2586 [by Command]; to lie upon the/and, if so, whether the cost of these 
Table. | hatsis to be charged on the Imperial Ex- 
| chequer. 
" GaaEOO GND WallAlwa |, Mn. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I have no 
ie information as to these hats. 
Copy ordered, “‘ of Agreement, made | 
the 23rd day of April, 1901, between His | 
Majesty’s Government and the Eastern PROSECUTION FOR SEDITIOUS LIBEL 
Extension, Australasia, and China Tele- | AT CAPE TOWN. 
graph Company, Limited, for the provi- Mr. SAMUEL EVANS (Glamorgan- 
sion and working of a Submarine Cable | shire, Mid): I beg to ask the Secretary 
between Chefoo and Wei-hai-wei; to- of State for the Colonies whether Mr. 





gether with a Copy of the Treasury 
Minute thereon, dated the 24th day of 
April, 1901.”’—(Mr. Austen Chamber- 
lain.) 


Copy presented accordingly ; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
151,] 


QUESTIONS. 


SOUTH AFRICA—GENERAL BADEN 
POW ELL. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether General Baden Powell 
has resigned the Inspectorship of the 
South African Constabulary and _ is 
returning home. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) : 
I beg also to ask the Secretary of State ' 
for War whether General Baden Powell | 
has resigned the office of Chief Com- 
missioner of the South African Police ; 
and, if so, what was the reason the 
general gave for taking this step. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror) 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, | 
Birmingham, W.): I have no informa- | 
tion that General Baden Powell has | 
resigned his appointment. 


An Hon. Member: Is he inti 
home ? | 


[No reply was given.]} | 


SOUTH AFRICAN CONSTABULARY | 
HATS—ALLEGED CAPTURE BY BOERS. | 


Albert Cartwright, the editor of the 
South African News, of Cape Town, has 
been sentenced in Cape Town to twelve 


months imprisonment upon a charge 


of seditious libel ; whether he is aware 
that the offence with which he was 
charged was the republication in his 
newspaper of a letter which had already 
appeared in the Freeman’s Journal and 
The Times newspaper in this country 


}on the 15th and 16th January, 1901, 


respectively, and that three weeks had 
passed after the publication of the letter 
in the Freeman’s Journal and in The 
Times before it was republished by Mr. 
Cartwright ; and that other papers at 
the Cape also republished the letter and 
have not been proceeded against ; and 
whether under the circumstances 
friendly representations can be made to 
the Cape Government with a view to 
commuting the sentence passed upon 
Mr. Cartwright. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I have not 
yet received a report of the trial, but 
assuming that the facts are as stated by 
the hon. Member, I do not feel justified 
in interfering with the discretion of the 
Cape Government in regard to this 
sentence, which was passed in a duly 
established court in a self-governing 
colony. 


CIVIL ADMINISTRATION OF THE 
ANNEXED REPUBLICS. 

Mr. BLACK (Banffshire): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he can state of how many 
members each legislative council for the 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to Transvaal and Orange River Colonies 
ask the Secretary of State for the | respectively is to consist, and will it be a 


Colonies whether Major General Baden- | disqualification for the council that a 
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man not originally a British subject | which they were lodged, I will make 
has been in arms against us; and _ will | further inquiry. 
any steps be taken to ascertain whether 
some reasonable proportion of the nomi-| SIR HENRY DE VILLIERS’ LETTERS. 
nations to each council proposed by| Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 
His Majesty’s Government are acceptable | §.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
to the majority of the inhabitants of|for the Colonies whether he has now 
the colony to be governed ; and, if so, | received the letters written by Sir Henry 
what steps will be taken to that end. de Villiers to Sir Alfred Milner, which 
Sir Henry de Villiers wished to be pub- 
I beg also to ask the Secretary of State ‘lished with his other correspondence ; 
dl the Colonies Prgictzgh hin ~ | whether he has seen these letters or ype 
Miner is to preside over both of the contents or copies of these letters, an 
legislative councils for the Transvaal | whether he is on eet of their contents ; 
and Orange River Colony ; and, if not | are these letters in the possession of the 
over both, over which will he preside, | Colonial Office or of Sir Alfred Milner, 
and who will preside over the other ; | if in the possession of Sir Alfred Milner are 
and can he say where will each legis- | copies of them in the Colonial Office ; 
lative council hold its sessions. ‘and whether, having regard to the 
wish of Sir Henry de Villiers that these 
i Eis this Rikeakee sdeathion. ie: thoy! letters should be published, they will now 


scheme for civil administration it is | be published. 
proposed to have two separate legislative} Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I have 
councils, one for the Transvaal and! neyer had any of these letters in my 
another for the Orange River Colony, | possession, and I do not know where 
and in what language the Orders of these they are. Sir H. de Villiers did not 
councils will be promulgated. | express a wish that any of them = par- 
1 + ticular should be separately published, 
Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The details | but only said that i ean sen been 


as to which the hon. Member asks for | 
information have not yet been settled. better that the whole of them should 


They will be considered after Sir A. | have been published. 


eee Kemi | Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Has the 
| right hon. Gentleman seen copies of the 
| letters, and does he know their contents ? 





I beg to further ask the Secretary of | 


DECEASED SOLDIERS’ ESTATES— 
CASE OF JAMES MURRAY. 
Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask} Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: No. 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies | 
whether any report has recently been| ©§ JAMESON RAID—POSITION OF, 
received relative to the estate of a soldier | CHARTERED COMPANY. 
named James Murray, who was killed) Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 
in the last native war in South Africa, | ask the Secretary of State for the 
and whose title deeds were lodged under Colonies whether he can give some 
an assumed name with the probate | approximation to the date at which he 
authorities in South Africa; whether arrived at the conclusion that, owing to 
any effort has been made to wind up| the annexation by proclamation of the 
such properties having regard to the| Transvaal by the British Government, 
occurrence of the war ; and as this man’s | the South African Chartered Company 
parents are living in destitution in Long-| were relieved from legal obligation to 
ford, could the amount of the property | pay the indemnity for the losses sustained 
be realised and transmitted to them. | by the Jameson raid. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I am! Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I am not 
unable to trace any case of the kind certain whether the question does not 
named, but, if the hon. Member can! imply an inaccuracy. I doubt whether 
furnish me with fuller particulars, includ- | the South African Chartered Company 
ing date of death, name under which the | were ever under any legal obligation 


deeds were lodged, and the office in | to pay an indemnity for the losses sus- 
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tained. I only say that as a caveat. 
My reply to the question on the Paper 
is that the law officers’ opinion on this 
question is dated the 13th March last. 


PAARDEBERG. 


Mr. DILLON : I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War whether he can 
state who was in supreme command 
of the British forces at Paardeberg Drift 
on the 18th February, 1900. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford) : 
I have already stated to the House that 
General Kelly Kenny was in supreme 
command at Paardeberg. Lord Kitch- 
ener was present, andj as chief of Lord 
Roberts’s Staff made suggestions to 
General Kelly Kenny, and no doubt 
assisted in the control of the action. 


Mr. DILLON: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman explain why it is that in 
General Colvile’s recently discovered 


despatch it is stated by him that he | 


{COMMONS} 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: No, that would be 
in the nature of a comment. 


!NICHOLSON’S NEK. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to. 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he can now state the names of 
the person or persons who raised the 
white flag at Nicholson’s Nek; whether 
the white flag was on that occasion 
raised by a responsible person or persons; 
and will he explain on what grounds 
the War Office have withheld from the 
public all information as to the person 
or persons who on that occasion raised 
the white flag. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The officer who. 
raised the white flag at Nicholson’s. 
Nek has been retired from the service. 
As he was wounded at the time and had 
conducted himself well during the en- 
gagement, | think it unnecessary to 
inflict on him the additional mortification 





of publishing his name. 


received his orders during the engage- | preTER’S HILL—THE IRISH FUSILIERS. 


ment direct from General Kitchener ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: That bears out 
my statement that Lord Kitchener 
assisted in the control of the action. 


PEACE NEGOTIATIONS WITH 
GENERAL BOTHA. 





Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
he can give any explanation of the fact 
that in General Buller’s account of 
Pieter’s Hill the Irish Fusiliers have not 
been mentioned among the assaulting 
battalions, although they lost heavily 
in the assault and were praised for their 


Mr. BLACK : I beg to ask the Secre- | gallantry by eye witnesses of the action. 


tary of State for War whether it is a fact 


that he has requested Lord Kitchener | 


to furnish the reasons which General 
Botha alluded to as not surprising to 
Lord Kitchener of the Boer non-accep- 
tance of Lord Kitchener’s terms ; and as 
no reply has been received to the request, 
will he telegraph to Lord Kitchener for 
it. 


Mr. BRODRICK: We have laid 
before the House Lord Kitchener’s 
account of the interview, and the subse- 
quent correspondence. I have no further 
information from Lord Kitchener, and 
we have nothing to add to it. 


Mr. BLACK: Shall I be in order in 
asking the right hon. Gentleman if he 
is aware that on the Ist April he said he 
was awaiting a despatch of the character 


| 


| 








indicated in this question 





Mr. BRODRICK: No, Sir. I must 
decline in this and in all other instances 
to explain why particular individuals 
or regiments have not been mentioned 
by a general in his despatches, and in so- 
declining I must not be considered to 
be reflecting in any way on those to 
whom allusion is made. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: The right 
hon. Gentleman will be asked again and 
again and again. 


SANNAH’S POST. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he can state the name of the 
officer whose inefficient scouting was 
the cause of the Sannah’s Post reverse ;. 
and why his name has been withheld 
from the public. 
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405 Questions. 
Mr. BRODRICK : No, Sir. 





in any way to the full information 
already laid before the House. 


GENERAL COLVILE. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he will state on what grounds 
(eneral Colvile, who on the 2nd January 
went to the War Office and requested 
to see him, was refused an interview. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I am not aware 
that General Colvile ever asked to see 
me at the War Office, nor have I at any 
time received any communication of 
any description from that officer. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: 
(teneral Colvile call at the War Office 





on January 2? 


Mr. BRODRICK : I cannot trace that 
(General Colvile has at any time asked 
to see me. If he had asked I should 


have seen him. 


SPEECHES BY OFFICERS ON ACTIVE 
SERVICE—GENERAL IAN HAMILTON. 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask the Secretary for War a question 
of which I have given private notice, 
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I do not | 
know to what officer the hon. Member | market): Will not this apply also to 
alludes, and I am not prepared to add/ Colonel Ivor Herbert, who is taking an 


Did not | 
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Mr. MALCOLM (Suffolk, 


active part in a certain election contest 
| now proceeding 


Mr. BRODRICK: I am afraid the 
hon. Gentleman’s private notice has not 
reached me. I was at the War Office 
before I came here, but I have not seen 
it, and I have not seen any full report 
of the speech to which he alludes. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I will 
put the question on Monday © next. 
Meanwhile, I may say that a report of 
the speech appears in to-day’s Standard. 


RESERVISTS AND MILITIA—SEPARA- 
TION ALLOWANCES. 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS — (Nottingham~ 
_shire, Rusheliffe): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether, 
having regard to the diminution, and in 
many cases cessation, of the public 
subscriptions throughout the country 
for the support of the wives and children 
'of Reservists and Militia whose service 
|in South Africa has been so unexpectedly 





| prolonged, and in view of the cases of 


'distress that are arising, the Govern- 
'ment will raise the amount of separation 


| e “a. 
| allowance to such wives and familie :. 


Mr. SEELY (Lincoln): I beg also 





relating to a speech delivered by General | ! J 
lan Hamilton, at Hythe, in reference | to ask the Secretary of “ene ca eon 
to South African affairs, in which he|if he is aware that the funds for the 
advocates the active prosecution of the | assistance of the wives of Reservists are 
war, and refers to the peace envoys from | being rapidly exhausted, and that unless 
Cape Colony now in this country, point- | some extra money in addition to the 
ing out that the shooting of the burgher | separation and allotment allowances 
envoys who waited on De Wet was far | is given the homes of these men will in 
ov gle to be ae a ee | —_ — se ee be pero —— 
and keeping an empire than the action having been kept together for eight 

of the people in certain places of Eng and, ; months ; and whether he would consider 
who have received the envoys from the |the granting of some further assistance 
Cape with open arm; and behind the | to avoid this result. 

back of the Commander-in-Chief ; Ps 

whether it is desirable that officers on Bes oo eager a panes 
A Sm ara ee fawes paras on some of the local funds 
questions of public policy, such as the Tt Wav Cillian: ae at erase waa r 
ipeseomgenyes of the war; and whether se station allowance ie the AO 
in view of the fact that the refe ence to aa of from 1s. 1d. to 9s. 3d. per day i 
the sn this . Id. to 2s. 3d. pe: 

Ep Sees aavenye, tn tiie commeny sing: be some 30,000 wives of Reservists and 


“ait esl Militiamen, besides allowances to 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! children, and it would be a very serious 
matter to increase the charge. I trust 
that the assistance which has been given 


The 





hon. Member is now arguing the ques- 
tion. 


‘ 
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from private funds in cases where it is| Mr. JOHN ELLIS: No, no. 


needed will not have to be abandoned ae : 
before it is possible for us to release the Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): Will 
Raewrviets from service. the right hon. Gentleman cease worrying 

the Commander-in-Chief for needless 


CONCENTRATION CAMPS. Returns ? 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ak the Secretary of State for War ap ¥ 
if he can state the number of Boer women |_ MR. JOHN CAMPBELL (Armagh, 8.): 
and children detained in camps by the I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
British authorities, and what the death | War if he can state the number of officers 
and men dismissed from His Majesty's 
forces for cowardice during the present 
South African campaign. 


COWARDICE IN THE FIELD. 





rate has been amongst them since they 
were brought into camps from their | 
homes. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Lord Kitchener; M8. BRODRICK: No, Sir. If such 
cases have occurred, [ can see no possible 


ha; not yet been able to forward the | “ayn blie z ; 
necessary information as regards the — SRE PU Sea 
em. 


Orange River Colony, but for the Trans- 
vaal the numbers are 2,840 men, 6,083 
women, 14,251 children—and the deaths | 
s nee the Ist January amount to 284. 


VOLUNTEER RE-ENLISTMENTS. 
Sir JOHN KENNAWAY (Devon- 
shire, Honiton): I beg to ask the Secre- 

Mr. REDDY (King’s County, Birr) : | tary of State for War whether any induce- 
Can the right hon. Gentleman say how | ments are being offered to Volunteers 
many of these deaths were due to starva- | serving in South Africa with the Colours 
tion on half rations | | to continue with the regiment when the 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: When | °™Panies return home. 
is the right hon. Gentleman likely to be| Mp. BRODRICK: Volunteers who 
in a position to give the figures for the | wish to continue in the Service will be 
Orange River Colony ? | re-enlisted, and will count their former 
| service. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I telegraphed for | 
them three weeks ago. I will givethem| IMPERIAL YEOMANRY—PAY AND 
as soon as they reach me. ALLOWANCES. 

Mr. W. F. D. SMITH (Westminster) : 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS: I beg to ask the |I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
Secretary of State for War whether he War whether he will consider the possi- 
¢an now give information respecting the | bility of so far varying the conditions 
camps of concentration formed by the | attached to the payment of non-com- 
military authorities in the Orange River | missioned officers and men of the Imperial 
Colony, Natal, and Cape Colony, which he | Yeomanry, under Article 7 of the Royal 
gave as regards the camps in the Trans-| Warrant recently issued, as to allow 
vaal, in respect of numbersofmen,women, | commanding officers to recommend for 
and children confined ; shelter provided ;| payment men who are unavoidably 
records of births and deaths ; medical | called away from permanent duty, on 
attendance and nursing ; and education | the understanding that such payment 
of the children. shall only be given for the days actually 

a. : - spent in camp, and that horse allowance 
Ppl oye ig he information shall be forfeited unless the man’s horse 
) ; remains for service with the regiment 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS: The same reply until the end of permanent duty. 
was given on the 8th March. Mr. BRODRICK: Under Article 18 
of the Warrant referred to the general 
Mr. BRODRICK: I have already | officer commanding has power in 
answered a similar question to-day very | exceptional circumstances to allow the 
fully. | payments in question. 


‘ 
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IMPERIAL YEOMANRY AS MOUNTED {| Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
INFANTRY. THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STAN ey, 

*CoLOoNEL LEGGE (St. George’s, | Lancashire, Westhoughton): The men 
Hanover Square): I beg to ask the| whose remittances the hon. Member 
Secretary of State for War whether, | complains have not been sent home, 
seeing that the Imperial Yeomanry are to | belong to local corps. We have no know- 
be trained as mounted infantry, adjutants | ledge of the addresses of the wives, of the 
for those regiments will be selected from | amount said to be remitted, or in fact 
the cavalry or infantry branches of the | whether any remittance at all has been 
Service. made. We last cabled on 16th April, 
, , ., | asking for remittance roll, and saying 

Mr. BRODRICK : The adjutants will | (15+ tis was serious, and conan 


be selected as a rule from {cavalry | nis cable by post the next day, but so 
‘far have had no answer. We again 


officers, but exceptionally qualified | 
vem yeoman officers will be con-| cabled on Tuesday, and have inquired 
sidered eligible. | about the specific case mentioned by the 
‘hon. Member. The difficulty doubtless 
IMPERIAL YEOMANRY—DATE OF _ arises from the fact that many of the men 
RETURN. ‘are up country, and the Paymaster at 
Mr. CLAUDE LOWTHER (Cumber- | Cape Town finds it difficult to communi- 
land, Eskdale) : I beg to ask the Secretary | cate with them. Meanwhile any appli- 
of State for War whether he is prepared cation made to the War Office for assist- 
to give an assurance that those members | ance will be considered, and money will 
of the Imperial Yeomanry who have | be advanced if the woman can produce 
served for over twelve months in South | reliable evidence that it was her husband’s 
Africa, and who are desirous of returning | intention to remit. 
home, shall be permitted to do so before | . : 
Ist September, 1901, at latest, even if, Mr. CAINE: Is it necessary for the 
the war be not terminated at that date. | Paymaster to send up country to these 
men to know whether or not they have 
Mr. BRODRICK: As I have fre-| made allotments? He surely ought to 
quently explained to the House, I am not | know 3 


in a position to fix a date for the return | TANT RY eae 

of ae teapecial Yeomanry. Special con- | Lorp STANLEY: I think the hon. 

iaies tee teen aid Wik he aioe | Member is under a misapprehension. 

in individual cases of hardship reported | These men have been enlisted alt over the 

tothe Commander-in-Chief, South Africa, | country, not merely in Cape Town. 

by commanding officers. Any pledge wa 

of the kind asked, if given to the Yeo- RETURNED SOLDIERS. 

manry, would be applicable also to other; Mr. SOAMES (Norfolk, S.): I beg 

troops who have volunteered for service. | to ask the Secretary of State for War 

‘whether he can state what percentage 

4 ‘ o |of men and what percentage of officers 
SOLDIERS eee ALLOWANCES. | who proceeded e South Africa have 
Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne) : | now returned home. 

I beg to ask the Secretary of State for | oreaey 

War if he is aware that Private Edwin) LorD STANLEY: The hon. Mem- 

J. Paynter, No. 25,336, C.M. and C., ber will be able to obtain the informa- 

base details, Woodstock, Cape Town, | tion from the Return of the Military 

arranged, on enlisting at Cape Town | Forces in South Africa, presented to 

in January last, to send home part of | Parliament in March. 

his pay to his wife, resident at 2, Victoria | 

Street, Camborne, which part pay has | MAINTENANCE OF PAUPER SOLDIERS. 

never been received by her; and if he | —JAMES KEARNEY, 34TH REGIMENT. 


} 


has yet received any definite meinen Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
with regard to the number of similar cases | the Secretary of State for War if he 
of allotted pay which have never been | will state on what grounds the Captain 
received by the wives and families in | Station Paymaster of the 34th Regiment 
this country. | refused to pay a balance of £2 3s. 2d., 
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due to the guardians of Longford Union | a position to state to the House in re 
for the maintenance in that institution | gard to the preferential allotment of 
of James Kearney, late of the 34th | £30,000,000 of the new loan, to what 
Regiment ; whether the fact of a life | financial firms or syndicates, and in 
certificate not being sent in could in- | what amounts, allotment has been made : 
validate the claim ; and why a further! and what has been the amount applied 
payment cannot be made in respect of | for and allotted to firms and individuals 
the sum claimed, seeing that Kearney in the United States, Germany, and 
has now become an inmate of Chelsea | elsewhere outside the United Kingdom ; 
Hospital. _and in regard to the remaining half of 
the loan, whether the whole has been 
Lorp STANLEY: The delay appears | applied for and allotted within the United 
to have arisen through a misunderstand- | Kingdom, or any part of it allotted to 
ing. Instructions have now been given | American or other foreign subscribers. 
for the payment of the sum claimed. | Whether there have been applications 
‘from and allotments to firms or indi- 
WAR EXPENDITURE—INTEREST _ | viduals in British colonies, and to what 
CHARGES. ‘amounts, and what has been the number 
*Mr. M‘CRAE (Edinburgh, E.): [| of applicants ; and whether the allotment 
beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- | has been made, as in the case of the earlier 
e<hequer whether he can state the war loan, so as to favour and encourage 
amount of expenditure incurred on/ the smaller subscribers. 


account of the war in South Africa to) gy yf HICKS BEACH: The 
31st March, 1901, exclusive of the | ¢39,000,000 of Consols, which it was 
yee 1 goto ; and Me my charge ' stated in the prospectus had been already 
or interest on loans and other borrow- | placed, were allotted as follows :— 


ings for war expenditure in South Africa wi 
to 31st March, 1901; and whether he| #11,000,000 to Messrs. N. M. Roths 
child and Sons. 


ean state the respective amounts of war), ; 
expenditure in South Africa redeemed 410,000,000 to mere J. 8. Morgan 
and Co. 


to 31st March, 1901, from the followin -: : 
sources, namely, from taxation apart sb £9,000,000 to Bank of England. 
realised surpluses; from realised sur-|; ~~~ 
pluses; and from suspension of the’ 
Sinking Fund. 
Tue CHANCELLOR or tHe EX-. pdt oa og ’ ae — 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicxs Braon,| 42.3 of the couivslent of £500 OO 
: : » disposed of the equivalent of £500,000 
Bristol, W.): I would ask the hon. ‘sterling of their own allotment to the 
Member to wait for the Return granted | Secretary of State for India, and of 
on Tuesday last on the motion of the | £9,000,000 to the Commissioners for 
hon. Member for the Poplar Division, the reduction of the National Debt. 
which will contain the information he 4, regards the remaining half of the 
desires. issue, the whole has been applied for and 
*Mr. M‘CRAE: That Return is, 1 | allotted, but it is impossible to give par- 
believe, in different terms. Will it dis-|ticulars of the allotments in the form 
tinguish between the expenditure for , 48ked, as applications from the colonies 
war and the charge for interest, includ- | and from America were necessarily made 
ing interest on deficiency borrowings ? through agents in London, who were 
‘ /under no obligation to state on whose 
Sir M. HICKS BEACH: The hon. | behalf they applied. The same may 
Member had better wait till he sees | be said of the great majority of applica- 
the Return. tions from the Continent. Applications 
‘for small amounts were favourably 

ALLOTMENT OF THE WAR LOAN. | treated. 
Mr. CHANNING (Northampton-;| Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I suppose 
shire, E.): I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor | we may conclude that the Bank of South 
of the Exchequer whether he is now in| Africa obtained none at all? 








41. 
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NAVAL WARRANT OFFICERS AND | WARLIKE MATERIALS ORDERED 
WAR HONOURS. ABROAD. 


Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport): I beg! Mr. BATTY LANGLEY (Sheffield, 
to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty | Attercliffe): I beg to ask the Secretary 
whether any decision has been arrived |of State for War if he can state the 
at as to the participation of warrant | amount paid to contractors abroad for 
officers of the Navy in the promotions and | warlike materials for the year ending 
honours recently awarded and officially | 31st March, 1901. 
announced in connection with the South 
African campaign; and, whether the} Lorp STANLEY: A continuation of 
Statutes of the Orders governing the | the Return of contracts for manufactured 
Distinguished Service Order have been | articles obtained from abroad, which 
so revised as to enable naval warrant | was presented last session, will be granted 
officers to be eligible for this distinction, | jf moved for. 
and so place them upon a similar footing 


to non-commissioned officers and men| \jrx, BATTY LANGLEY: I beg to ask 
in the Army. ' the Secretary to the Admiralty if he can 


il P | state the amount paid to contractors 
THe SECRETARY to THE ADMLI-| abroad for warlike materials for the year 


RALTY (Mr. ARNOLD- Forster, Bel- ending 31st March, 1901. 
fast, W.): I regret to say I am not yet ; 


in a position to answer the hon. Member. 2 way 
I will not fail to advise him the moment | Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : An annual 


A tieteinns te arrived et. | Return containing particulars of all con- 
| tracts for manufactured articles capable 
/of being manufactured in the -United 
COST OF TRANSPORT TO THE CAPE. | Kingdom, but which are obtained from 


Mr. CUST (Southwark, Bermondsey) : abroad, is presented to Parliament. The 











: a 9 st. 1° 
I beg to ask the Financial Secretary to — ee ee sae ei 
the Admiralty if he can state approxi- ary : : 


mately the amount paid to British race gee AR a sercleanriog, Bn 


; ‘1 Me xg : current year. The Return shows, under 
kt fir sue pe! eotendge a special classification, the nature and 
ng ; ; /cost of all articles coming within the 
transport in connection with the South | . . ; . 
Sivieaas War, and the average amount of | yin a a ee ee 
coal consumed in such transports in | saat 
proportion to their tonnage during the | 


period they have remained in the service | RECRUITING STATISTICS. 


rr eee | Mr. O'MARA (Kilkenny, S.): I beg 
Mr. ARNOLD -FORSTER (Belfast, to ask the Secretary of State for War 
W.): The information referred to in| Whether he will state the number re- 
the first part of the question is not avail- | cruited for the Regular Army (infantry, 
able at short notice, and would take | cavalry, and artillery), and for the 
some considerable time to prepare. It| Militia, respectively, during the months 
is, moreover, not quite clear whether | of January, February, March, and April 
both transports and freight ships are | this year, and the increase or decrease 
meant to be included, as it is only in | 0n the similar figures last year. 
the case of the former that the consump- 
tion of coal affects the Government. The} Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL: I beg also 
average consumption of coal on trans-| to ask the Secretary of State for War if 
ports, which is apparently wanted ship|he can state the number of recruits 
by ship, can only be obtained from the | enlisted during the present year as com- 
coal accounts so far as rendered. This| pared with the corresponding four 
would be a lengthy process, and reference | months of the past year, also the physical 
to India would be necessary if the ships | standard for recruits obtaining at the 
engaged there are to be included, as the | present time, the previous standard, and 
coal accounts are at Bombay. ' when and why the change was made. 
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“ Lorp STANLEY: In reply to these 
questions, the numbers for the first four 
months of this year are not yet available. 
All information as regards the standards 
will be found in the Report of the Inspec- 
tor General of Recruiting recently pre- 
sented to Parliament. There has been 
no change since the period of that 
Report. 


Questions. 


Mr. O'MARA: Can the noble Lord 
give me any idea at all of the figures ? 
I want to know how recruiting has been 
going on this year. I am asking for the 
number of recruits for the Regular Army 
in January, February, March, and 
April. 


Lorp STANLEY: And I have said 
the figures are not available. 


Mr. O’MARA: Can you give me them 
for January ? 


Lorp STANLEY : No; that is one of 
the first four months. 


AMONG VOLUNTEERS AT 
THE FRONT. 

Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War if he can state the number of 
Volunteer soldiers, as distinct from 
Regulars, who have been killed or died 
in consequence of the South African 
War. 


MORTALITY 


Lorp STANLEY: The information 
cannot be obtained without an exhaus- 
tive examination of all the casualty 
Returns. I cannot at the present moment 
undertake to throw this labour on the 
department concerned. 


NETLEY HOSPITAL—CASE OF PRIVATE 
MICHAEL LEE. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL : I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether he is 
aware that on the night of 3lst March 
last Private Michael Lee, late of the 
Imperial Yeomanry, who is at present 
confined to bed in Netley Hospital, suffer- 
ing from fits, the result of injuries re- 
ceived in South Africa, was beaten by the 
night student in charge of his ward whilst 
suffering from a fit ; and that this young 
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turbed whether any of those in his care 
were ill or not, and, on being called by the 
nurse to see Lee, who was ill, said that 
when he had done with him the patient 
would have few fits, and thereupon pro- 
ceeded to beat him in such a manner that 
his face was almost unrecognisable for 
days after; can he state whether any 
inquiry was held into this case, and what 
was the name of, and the punishment 
awarded to, this student. 


Mr. BRODRICK: It appears, from 
the medical and military inquiries which 
have been held, that this was a case of 
hystero-epilepsy, and that the surgeon 
in charge restored the patient to con- 
sciousness by slapping his face. The 
name of the surgeon, who is a probationer, 








was Saundry-Harvey. There appears 
no doubt that the treatment was un- 
necessarily violent, and some swelling 
was caused, and the surgeon has been 
censured by his superiors. The surgeon 
justifies the treatment as being necessary 
to rouse the patient from the fit, and I 
therefore propose to take eminent 
medical advice before dealing with his 
case. 


Mer. J. P. FARRELL: In view of the 
statement of the right hon. Gentleman 
I shall put a further question on this 
matter a week hence. 


COMMANDER-IN-CHIEF’S SALARY. 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL : I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War if he can 
state what is the salary proposed to be 
conferred on Earl Roberts, the present 
Commander-in-Chief, and what was the 
salary drawn by Lord Wolseley during 
his tenure of office. 


Lorp STANLEY: I must refer the 
hon. Member to my reply to a similar 
question put by the hon. Member for 
South Monaghan on 19th April. * 


ROYAL GARRISON REGIMENT. 
Sm JAMES FERGUSSON (Man- 
chester, N.E.): I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War whether the bat- 
talions of the Royal Garrison Regiment 
are considered to be experimental or 





* See preceding volume, page 782. 





student had given orders not to be dis- 
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permanent ; with reference to Special years standing have already paid volun- 
Army Order of 11th April, 1891, B (a) and | tarily out of their own pockets a greater 
(b), what officers are considered as posted sum than it would cost to maintain a boy 


for duty and what as permanently ap- 
pointed ; under what term of engage- 
ment are the officers serving ; if not per- 


manently appointed, are they to wear the | 


various uniforms of the corps from which 
they have been selected ; has an age limit 


in the several ranks been fixed for the : 


officers ; and have allowances for officers’ 


and sergeants’ messes, bands, and such 


matters been determined. 
Mr. BRODRICK: The battalions 


of the Garrison Regiment are intended | 


to be permanent. The commanding 
officer is appointed in the usual way for 
four years; the adjutant and quarter- 
master for three years. The other officers 
are posted for duty for a minimum of one 
year, with power of extension. All the 
above are officers who have volunteered 
for this service. The uniform of the com- 
manding officer, and those who come 
from the Reserve, has been laiddown. It 
will be red serge and khaki, and there 
will be no objection to other officers 
wearing the uniform of corps to which 
they belong. For the first year the age 
limit will not apply, but later it will be 


desirable to impose limits similar to those | 


of the rest of the Army. I am in com- 
munication with the Treasury as to the 
allowance for officers’ and sergeants’ 
messes and for band, and will see there is 
no avoidable delay. 


MEDICAL ATTENDANCE FOR SOLDIERS 
ON SICK FURLOUGH. 

Mr. LEES KNOWLES (Salford, W.) : 
Ibeg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether any, and, if so, what, arrange- 
ments are made by the War Office for the 
payment of the fees of doctors who may 
attend soldiers sent to their homes on 
sick furlough. 


Lorp STANLEY: My hon. friend will 
find the information he requires in Para- 
graph 1945 of the King’s Regulations. 


MILITARY TRAINING COLLEGES—SONS 
OF VOLUNTEER OFFICERS. 


Mr. OSMOND-WILLIAMS (Merion- 
ethshire): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether, in view of the _ 
fact that Volunteer officers of fifteen | 
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_ for two years at Woolwich or Sandhurst, 
‘the Government will in future allow the 
'sons of Volunteer officers who become 
cadets at those establishments a reduction 
of fees payable for their education similar 
to that which now appertains to sons of 
officers in the Regular Army. 


Lorp STANLEY: I must refer the 
hon. Member to the reply given to a 
similar question put by my hon. friend 
the Member for Montgomery district on 
25th February.t 


WAR OFFICE CONTRACTS — MESSRS. 
J. HAWKINS & CO., OF ASHFORD, 
MIDDLESEX. 

Mr. KEIR HARDIE: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether he is 
aware that the firm of Messrs. J. Hawkins 
and Co., of Ashford, Middlesex, building 
contractors to the War Office, have 
locked their workmen out for refusing to 
accept a reduction of one penny per 
hour in their wages; and whether he 
will see that the firm complies with the 
terms of the Fair Wages Resolution. 


Lorp STANLEY: Messrs. Hawkins 
and Co. state that they have discharged 
certain men in accordance with the terms 
of their engagement. They have com- 
plied with the Fair Wages Resolution 
throughout the execution of their con- 
tracts with the War Department, and 
have been paying more than the current 
rate of wages in the district. 


CIVIL APPOINTMENTS FOR RETURNED 
SOLDIERS. 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury if, having regard to the 
number of men who, when the troops 
are released from South Africa and 
China, will, for their distinguished 
services, have claims upon Government 
employment, the Treasury will direct 


‘that no post of messenger in any Govern- 


ment office or museum, or gatekeeper in 
any Government park, be filled up, 
except temporarily, by the appointment 
of any person other than a soldier or a 
sailor who has served with credit or dis- 
tinction. 


t See Debates, Vol. Ixxxix., page 1025. 
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THe FIRST LORD or THe TREA- 


Questions. 


{COMMONS} 


SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, | 
E.): Iam afraid I cannot give the under- | 


taking asked for by my hon. and gallant 
friend ; but as far as possible, where the 


Treasury is responsible, the claims of | 


soldiers and sailors who have done meri- 
torious service will be carefully con- 
sidered. 


QUEEN VICTORIA’S FUNERAL—GUN 
CARRIAGES AS HISTORICAL RELICS. 
Mr. MARTIN (Worcestershire, Droit- 

wich): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War if he will take care that the gun 
carriage, now of historical interest, that 
carried the body of Her late Majesty 
through the streets of London, be 
deposited in the Armoury of the Tower 
of London, or some other suitable place, 
where it will be preserved and exhibited 
to future generations with other objects 
of like interest. 


Mr. BRODRICK: His Majesty the 
King approved of one carriage being 
deposited in the Tower of London, one in 
the Castle at Edinburgh. and one in the 
Royal Hospital, Dublin. 


A DIVISION FLEET RESERVE. 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL: | beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether all the vessels of the A Division 
Fleet Reserve are to have wet gun-cotton 
and all their ammunition kept aboard, 
and to be kept victualled ; and, if so, can 
he state with what purpose these orders 
have been issued. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : All 
jectiles above 6-pr. have for a long time 
past been kept on board ships in the Fleet 
Reserve. In order to avoid excessive 
labour on mobilisation, it has now been 
decided to place the machine gun and 
small-arm ammunition and part of the 
explosives on board. The measure is 
not due to any unusual cause, but is, as 
stated, with the object of saving labour 
in preparing the vessels for war. No 
change has been made with regard to the 
victualling arrangements of the ships in 
the A Division of the Fleet Reserve. 


pro- 


MEDICAL ATTENDANCE FOR SATLORS 
ON SICK FURLOUGH. 
Mr. LEES KNOWLES: I beg to ask 


the Secretary to the Admiralty whether 
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any, and, if so, what arrangements are. 
made by the Admiralty for the payment 
of the fees of doctors who may attend 
sailors sent to their homes on_ sick 
furlough. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: It is not 
the practice to send sailors to their homes 
on sick furlough, as they are treated in 
naval hospitals. The Admiralty do not 
pay the fees of medical practitioners who 
may attend seamen taken ill while on 
leave, but an allowance of 2s. a day is 
granted to the men to assist them in 
defraying the cost of board, lodging, and 
medical attendance. 


INDIA -FINANCE AND CURRENCY 
STATISTICS. 

Sir JOHN LENG (Dundee): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of ‘State for India 
whether he can state what amount of 
gold is now held by, or on behalf of, 
the Indian Government. as compared 
with the £9,400,000 heid in April of 
last year ; how much of this metal is 
now held as reserve against curreney 
notes; up to the elose of last month 
what has been the net export from, or 
import into, India of gold since April 
last ; what are the corresponding net 
values of silver as shown in the Indian 
Trade Returns; how much or what 
proportion of these net imports or exports 
of treasure have been on Government 
account ; and what the present 
amounts of the Indian Government's 
cash balances here and im India respee- 
tively. 


are 


THE SECRETARY or STATES ror 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middlesex. 
Ealing): The amount of gold held by 
the Government on the 31st of March, 
1901, was £7,115,047. Gold to the 
value of £5,708.487 was on the 22nd of 
April held as reserve against curreney 


notes. In I900-1 there was a total 
net import of gold, £561,423 ; and of 


silver, £6,337,788. The transactions on 
account of Government included in the 
foregoing figures were a net export of 
gold, £4,482,242, and a net import of 
silver, £5,389,051. The cash balances 
on the 31st of March, 1901, were, in 
England, £4,090,660 ; and in India about 
£10,650,000. 
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sir JOHN LENG: 
Secretary of State for India whether 
he can state what amount of silver in 
rupees has been coined and issued in 


India up to the end of March since, 


April, 1900 ; and what sum, if any, as 
representing profit on such coinage, has 
been credited to current revenue ; what 
amount of gold coin has been paid out 
in the same period from the Treasuries 
or Currency Department on tender by 
the public at the rate of fifteen rupees 
in silver or currency notes ; what is the 
total sum of currency notes now in 
circulation: and can some general 
average statement be presented showing 
the rise or tall at the up-country markets 
in prices of seeds, jute,and other non- 
edible export products since the begin- 


ning of 1897. 


LorD G. HAMILTON : The number 
of rupees coined in India during the 
official year 1900-1 is 171,479,318. 
The gross profit on this coinage is 
£3.150,000, and the net profit £3,030,000. 
The whole of this sum is in the accounts 
credited to revenue, a corresponding 
amount being debited to expenditure as 
transferred to the Gold Reserve Fund, so 
that the baldnce is unaffected. The 
amount of gold coin which has been 
issued to the public in the same period is 
£65,.374,880, of which about half is esti- 
mated to be still in their hands. The 
value of currency notes in circulation 
on the 31st of March, 1901, was 
48.29.86.59.000 (29 crores. 86 lakhs, 
59 thousand). The statistics available 
in this country as to prices do not show 
the rise or fall in respect of non-edible 
export products in up-country markets. 


MADRAS PRESIDENCY COLLEGE— 
PROFESSOR OF SANSKRIT. 

Mr. CAINE: I beg toask the Secre- 
tary of State for India whether he can 
explain why there has been so long a 
delay in appointing a successor to the 
late Mr. Seshagiri Sastriar, Sanskrit 
Professor of the Madras Presidency Col- 
leze:; and whether it is intended to 
appoint a native of India to the vacant 
post. 

HAMILTON: I am 


Lorp G. not 


aware of the exact date of Mr. Sheshagiri 
Sastriar’s death, but I observe that in | 


{2 May 1901} 
L beg to ask the | 
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a list published last January his name 
appears, and I have no reason to suppose 
that any unreasonable delay has taken 
place in filling up the vacancy, nor do 
I know the intentions of the Madras 
Government. 


GERMAN IMPORT DUTIES ON STEEL. 

Sirk HOWARD, VINCENT: I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs if he has any infor- 
mation to the effect that the German 
Government contemplates an increase 
in the duties of steel and other manu- 
factured imports from the United King- 
dom ; and, in such case, if the Govern- 
ment will intimate that they will be 
compelled to withdraw the free market 
accorded for nearly sixty years in this 
country to manufactures of Germany. 


THE UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
(Viscount CRANBORNE, Rochester) : 


Rumours have reached His Majesty's 
Government from various sources of 
an intention on the part of the German 
Government to increase the duties on 
steel and on various other goods. His 
Majesty's Government are fully alive to 
the importance of the matter; but, in 
the absence of definite information as to 
the intentions of the German Govern- 
ment, I am not able to make any state- 
ment in regard to those of His Majesty's 
Government. 

EXPEDITION AGAINST THE OGADEN 

SOMALIS— PAPERS. 

Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether he is in a position 
to lay any Papers upon the Table relating 
to the expedition against the Ogaden 
Somalis. 


Viscount CRANBORNE: ° Papers 


| have been got together, and will be laid 
|as soon as a despatch received last week 


from the officer commanding the Expe- 
dition and giving an account of the 
operations can be got into type. 

Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: When 
will they be ready—in a week or ten 
days ? 

Viscount CRANBORNE: Before that 
I hope. 

Q 2 
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SUGAR DUTY—MOLASSES. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) : 


I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- | 
aware that | 
molasses is used for cattle feeding, and | 


chequer whether he is 


that a duty of 2s. per cwt. on molasses 
means an increase of not less than 55 
per cent. on the cost; whether he is 


aware that the polarisation of treacle is | 
only 30; that many thousand barrels | 
of molasses have been contracted for | 
autumn delivery in Glasgow at £3 15s. | 


per ton; and that an addition of £2 


per ton of duty will make the article | 


almost unsaleable: and whether, in 
the circumstances, he will reconsider the 
proposed duty on molasses. 


Mr. EUGENE WASON (Clackman- | 
nan and Kinross): I beg also to ask | 


Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer whether 
he is aware that, under the Budget 
resolutions, sugar, polarising at 76 per 


cent. of value, and costing about 9s. per | 
pe i 


hundredweight, while treacle, polarising | 


hundredweight, is taxed at 2s. 
at between 20 and 30 per cent. of value, 
and costing about 3s. 9d. per hundred- 
weight, is taxed at the same rate, making 
the tax on treacle 44 times greater 
proportionately than that on sugar, and 


55 per cent. of its prime cost, and whether | 
he will be prepared to reconsider the duty | 
on treacle, having regard to the use | 


made of it for cattle feeding and other 
purposes. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH : Statements 
have been brought to my notice to the 
effect that certain refuse molasses are 
used for cattle feeding, and that some of 
these articles contain as much as 30 per 
cent. of sweetening matter. A revised 
table of rates on these and kindred sub- 
stances is under consideration. 


Mr. 


would it not justify much more duty 
than is inflicted now ! 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: Molasses is 
subject to a fixed duty. 


Mr. CALDWELL: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman take this matter into his 
consideration ¢ 


[No answer was returned. } 


{COMMONS} 


LOUGH: If the polarisation , 
test were applied to the best molasses, | 
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SUGAR DUTY—DRAWBACK. 
Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 


Hamlets, Poplar): I beg to ask Mr, 
Chancellor of the Exchequer whether 
he can state on what basis the draw- 
back on sugar will be assessed and allowed 
in the case of packages of confectionery 
/or jam composed of varied assortments 
of goods containing in their composition 
very different proportions of sugar. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: The basis 
_ of assessment will be the proportion used 
in manufacture, but the precise method 
will be carefully considered in arriving 
| at a classification of exports for drawback, 
_and possibly it may be found convenient 
to adopt a system of “ averaging” to 
meet such cases. It would, however, be 
of great convenience to both the expor- 
‘ters and the Customs if the goods were 
arranged in their packages according to 
their proportion of sugar. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: I beg to 
ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
| whether it would be possible to impose a 

uniform duty, and allow a uniform 

drawback on jams, as jams, irrespective 

of the amount of sugar they contain, and 
_ thus save examination and analysis. 


Sirk M. HICKS BEACH : Jams are of 
so variable a quality in regard to sugar 
contents, owing to the presence of glucose 
and to the different kinds of sugar used, 
that a uniform duty and drawback would 
be difficult to arrive at. It is hoped, 
| however, that a little experience will 
enable the Customs to average the sugar 

contents of jam and its congeners in a 
way that will give the least possible 
trouble to importers and exporters and 
, at the same time not tie the hands of the 
Department. 


Mr. KEARLEY: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that one of the Courts 
recently decided that an admixture of 
glucose and sugar was adulteration, and 
therefore illegal ? 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: Yes, but | 
| understand the decision is to be appealed 
| against. 


COAL DUTY. 

| Mr. D. A. THOMAS: I beg to ask 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer if he 
! will explain the principle upon which the 
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coal duty will be charged upon pitch | 1869, been in force in 1900, and assuming 
used in the manufacture in this country that the imports would have suffered 
of patent fuel that is afterwards exported, | no reduction owing to those duties, the 
but is not charged upon pitch exported | duty on imported grain in 1900 would 
for the use of foreign manufacturers of | have amounted to £2,066,000. As re- 
patent fuel abroad; and, also, with| gards the duties on meal and flour, I 
reference to the letter from the London | suppose that my right hon. friend is 
Custom House authorities, dated 23rd} referring :o the duties, not in the form 
April, will he state the principle upon | first given to them in 1846, but in the 
which British shipowners coaling under | form which they took in 1849 and re- 
existing contracts at dep6ts abroad may | tained till their repea! in 1869. On this 
be compelled to pay the duty, while) understanding, and assuming that tne 
foreign shipowners coaling under similar | imports of meal and flour would have 
circumstances who decline to pay the | suffered no reduction in 1900 through 
duty will not be so compelled. the effect of the duties, the yield in that 


sir M. HICKS BEACH: The prin- | ¥¢87 wouid have been £456,540, 
ciple is that laid down in the schedule to | 
the Customs Tariff Act, 1876, that, if an | LEAD POISONING—CASE OF ANDREW 
article contains an ingredient subject to WELSH. 
duty, the whole of that article is subject) Mr. KEIR HARDIE: I beg to ask 
to that duty ; but I have undertaken to the Secretary of State for the Home 
consider whether an allowance could be Department whether his attention has 
made for pitch used as stated. The. been called to the circumstances attend- 
matter referred to in the second para- | ing the death of Andrew Weish, lately 
graph is a part of the question of exempt- employed at the works of the Electric 
ing existing contracts. I am not in a Storage Company, West Ferry Roa. 
position to make a statement on this | Millwall, who died of lead poisoning, 
matter at present. when a doctor in the pay of the firm 

_ lh : certified the cause oi death to have been 

Mr. KEARLE) : Has not the right something other than lead poisoning, 
hon. Gentleman abandoned the terms of | and failed to forward a certificate to the 
the Act of 1876, and is he not acting in a coroner, and whether he is aware that the 
diferent way to what he gave us to) manager sought to intimidate workmen 
understand he would at the commence- | from giving evidence before the coroner : 
ment of the new duty ? and whether he will state what action 

Sin M. HICKS BEACH: If the hon. he is taking to punish the principal 
actors in the ease. 


Member had attended to my answer he 
would have seen that in regard to this' The following question also appeared 
matter I am considering if I can make on the Paper :— 
an allowance. as in the case of articles 
only partly composed of sugar. Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL: To ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
DUTY ON GRAIN, MEAL, AND | Department whether his attention has 
FLOUR. | been drawn to the case of the death of 
Mr. CHAPLIN (Lincolnshire, Slea- | Andrew Welsh, a workman employed 
ford): I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the #t the Electric Storage Company * 
% works, Millwall ; and whether, in view 
of the circumstances attaching to the 
post mortem by Dr. Wilson, and to the 
difference between his certification that 
death was due to a malignant growth, 
and the finding of the jury that deceased 
died from lead poisoning, he will cause 
further inquiries to be made into this 
| particular case, and also into the alleged 
neglect at the aforementioned works 
Sir M. HICKS BEACH: Had the| of proper precautions to guard against 
duties on grain, which were repealed in| lead poisoning of the operatives. 


Exchequer if he is able to say what 
amount of revenue the Is. duty on 
grain, which was repealed in 1869 and | 
then produced £900,000, if it was still in 
force, would produce at the presens time ; | 
and if he can give the same information 


flour :mposed in 1846 (5 and 6 Vic., 
c, 14), and likew?se repealed in 1869. 
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*THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 


Questions. 


{COMMONS} 


Rircutz, Croydon): If the hon. Member | 
for South Armagh will permit me I will | 


answer his question on the same subject 
at the same time. I have received a 
full report on this case from the Medical 
Inspector of Factories, who advises me 
that though the deceased workman 
was to some extent affected by lead 
poisoning there is no reason to doubt 
the medical evidence given at the inquest 
to the effect that the acute illness which 
caused his death was due to other causes. 
It might, perhaps, have been better 
if Dr. Wilson, who made the post mortem 
examination, and gave the certificate of 
death, had communicated with the 
coroner, but there is no ground for 
questioning his good faith in the matter, 
and it is now impossible to make further 
inquiry into the cause of death I have 
no power to deal with the alleged intimi- 
dation of the workpeople ; but I may say 
that if it was attempted it was singularly 
unsuccessful. I find that some of the 
special rules have not been properly 
carried out in the works, and steps are 
being taken to prosecute the firm and 
secure better conditions for the work- 
people. 


Mr. TENNANT = (Berwickshire) : 
Arising out of the answer, may I ask 
if the right hon. Gentleman has observed 
the clause in a Bill introduced in this 
House giving medical officers power to 
report such cases to the coroner ! 


*Mr. RITCHIE: No, Sir, i have not 
observed that clause. [t requires no 
legislation to authorise such communica- 
tions with the coroner. 

BOXING. FATALITY AT THE NATIONAL 
SPORTING CLUB. 

Mr. TENNANT: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether his attention has been 
called to the death of Murray Livingstone, 
a professional boxer, who died in Charing 
Hospital on Wednesday, 25th 
instant, from the effects of an injury 
sustained in contest at 


Cross 
a glove 
of 22nd April; and whether, seeing 


that this is the fourth death which has 
occurred in consequence of these so- 


the 
National Sporting Club on the night | 


‘ot State for 
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time, he can see}his way to take such 
steps as are necessary to abolish this insti- 
tution. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: A charge of man- 
slaughter at the instance of the police 
against the persons concerned is now 
under investigation at Bow Street. 


ELECTRIC POWER IN MINES. 

Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield): I beg to ask the Secretary 
the Home Department 
whether, in view of several fatal accidents 
that have recently occurred in mines 
from electrical shocks, and seeing the 
rapid development of electrical power in 
mines, he will forthwith see that special 
rules be drafted to regulate the conditions 
under which electrical power may be 


| safely employed. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: [ think the hon. 
Member must be under a misapprehen- 
sion. As far as I can learn from the 
Inspectors of Mines only two fatal acei- 


dents in mines have occurred from 
electric shocks during the last sixteen 


months. At the same time [ may say 
that the question of the use of electricity 
in mines is being carefully watched by 
the Home Office and the inspectors. 


PREVENTION OF CRUELTY TO 
ANIMALS. 

Mr. THOMAS BAYLEY (Derbyshire, 
Chesterfield): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department if he 
will state when the annual Report for 
1900 of the Inspector under the Cruelty 
to Animals Act, 1876, will be issued ; and 
whether he will endeavour to ensure its 
publication at an earlier date in future. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: The Return has been 
sent to the printers, and will. | hope, be 
published before the end of May, some 
weeks earlier than last year. 


STATE INEBRIATE REFORMATORIES. 

Mr. CREMER (Shoreditch, Hagger- 
ston): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether 
he is aware that the want of a State ine- 
briate reformatory for the treatment 
of more criminal and refractory cases 
hampers the usefulness of the certified 
inebriate reformatories which have been 


called national sports within a short! established by town and county councils ; 
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and whether he will at once take steps 
to provide a State inebriate reformatory, 
in accordance with the power conferred 
upon him by the Inebriates Act of 1898 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I have already given 
my approval to plans for State inebriate 
reformatories for both men and women, 


{2 May 1901} 


and the work will be proceeded with as » 


quickly as possible. 
porary arrangements for the reception 
of women will be completed in three 
months. 


*TRUCK ACTS—DEANE v. BOYLE. 

Mr. TENNANT: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether, having regard to the fact 
that the return of the penalty obtained 
under the Truck Acts, in the case of 
Deane v. Boyle, was made after consulta- 
tion with the Home Department, there 
is any intention to return the penalties 
recently imposed in certain cases of a 
similar character taken in Cornwall, or 
whether that course has already been 
taken; and whether it is proposed to 
introduce legislation bearing on these 
points. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: The Home Office 
was not consulted as to the return of 
fines in the case of Deane v. Boyle after 
the decision in the case of Squire o. 
Sweeney. I have received no applica- 
tion for the return of the fine in any 
similar case in England; but, as 1 am 
advised that the decision of the Irish 
court should not be taken as binding 
in England, and have instructed the in- 
spectors accordingly, | am not prepared 
to return the fines in a similar case in 
England and Wales. I have no intention 
at present of proposing legislation. 

Mr. TENNANT: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman give instructions as to similar 
cases in Ireland ? 

*Mr. RITCHIE: 
that. 


It is not for me to do 


SALE OF FIREARMS. 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL : I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether, in view of the 
numerous shooting accidents lately, he 


I hope that tem- | 


will consider the advisability of intro-' 


ducing a measure imposing restrictions 
on the sale of firearms to young persons. 


430 
*Mr. RITCHIE: As I have said in 


answer to questions already this session, 
the subject of accidents from firearms 
is fully before me; but I cannot promise 
legislation on it. 


Questions. 


POLICE AND SANITARY COMMITTEE. 

Dr. FARQUHARSON — (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department if 
he can state to the House the reasons 
which have induced the Government 
to dispense with the services of the Police 
and Sanitary Committee during the 
present session. 

THe UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
FOR THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
JESSE CoLLINGs, Birmingham, Bordesley): 
I have nothing to add to the reply I gave 
to a question on this subject a few days 
ago. 

FOOT-AND-MOUTH DISEASE IN 
ESSEX. 

Mr. STRACHEY (Somersetshire, 5.) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Agriculture whether he can state the 
dates of two recent outbreaks of foot- 
and-mouth disease in Essex, and whether 
the second outbreak was traced to the 
first. 

*THe PRESIDENT or THE BOARD 
or AGRICULTURE (Mr. Hansury, 
Preston): The first outbreak occurred 
on 5th April, when the veterinary 
surgeon was called in by the owner. 
The veterinary surgeon did not satisfy 
himself that it was a case of foot-and- 
mouth disease until the evening of 
7th April, and the police superintendent 
declared the cowshed and premises an 


infected place the same evening. The 
superintendent of police at Romford 


telegraphed to us at 8.41 next morning. 
The owner had sent on 3rd April to Rom- 
ford market a cow, which it is believed 
there came in contact with a cow sent 
from the farm where the second out- 
break occurred. The latter on returning 
to the farm developed foot-and-mouth 
disease on 10th April. 


METHODS OF SELLING LIVE CATTLE. 
Mr. JOHN HOPE (Fifeshire, W.) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 


.of Agriculture whether he is aware 
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that farmers and feeders of live stock in 
Scotland are interested in the system 
of valuing cattle by live weight, and 
that it is of importance to them to 
obtain full and accurate information as 
to prices in the various markets, and 
having regard to the fact that the reports 
which appear in the ordinary news- 
papers are unsatisfactory owing to 


Questions. 


their ususally giving the maximum | 


and not the average prices, whether, 
with the view of supplying Scottish 
farmers with correct figures on the 
subject, the Board of Agriculture will 
cause the reprint from their Journal of 
March last, entitled 
Stock in 1900, to be added to the list 
of sixty-six leaflets already issued by 
them which may be obtained free of 
charge and post free on application to 
their secretary. 


*Mr. HANBURY: I am in favour of 
the widest publication of all information 
likely to be of use to the farmer and hope 
to see the practice of selling by live 
weight extended. I do not understand 
how the circulation of the proposed 
leaflet, showing the prices of live stock 
sold by live weight during the past year, 
1900, would give the information desired 
as to ¢urrent prices. Whether the 
returns as to the prices of cattle sold by 
live weight or otherwise can be more 
generally obtained and be issued promptly 
so as to be of benefit to the farmer in 
his ordinary business is one of the 
subjects now being considered by Lord 
Mansfield’s Committee on Scottish Agri- 
cultural Prices, but to do so would 
probably require both further expendi- 
ture and fresh legislation. 


COMPANIES’ LIABILITY 
FOR STOLEN CYCLES. 

Mr. LOUGH: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether 
his attention has been called to the case 
of the cyclist, a member of the Cyclists’ 
Touring Club, whose cycle had been 
stolen from the cloak room at Clapham 
Junction, and who was refused any 
compensation by the London and South 


RAILWAY 


Western Railway Company, whether he | 


was aware that the Railway Company 
deny any liability for the loss of a cycle 
duly deposited in a cloak room, except 
when wilful negligence can be proved ; | 
and whether, if this claim on the part | 
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of the companies for exemption from 
liability in the case of cycles could be 
maintained under the existing laws, 
he would propose legislation extending 
| the liability of the companies for loss or 
‘damage, which already exists in the 
| ease of other forms of property, to cycles, 


| THe PRESIDENT or THe BOARD 
(oF TRADE (Mr. Gerad Batrour, 
| Leeds, Central): Yes, Sir, I am aware 
of the position assumed by the railway 
company. I understand that the par- 
ticular case referred to has been settled 
to the satisfaction of the owner of the 
cycle. I am not prepared to give the 
undertaking asked for in the latter part 
of the question. 


IMPORTS OF SLATES. 

Mr. OSMOND-WILLIAMS : I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Trade 
whether he can undertake to have the 
amount of slates imported into the 
United Kingdom entered in future in 
tons instead of prices, as at present, as no 
reliable data can be given by enumerating 
the absolute number of slates entered, as 
there is small means of ascertaining 
whether they are large or small slates. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The sug- 
gestion of the hon. Member will be duly 
considered by the Departmental Com- 
mittee for the Revision of Trade Accounts 
which meets in the autumn. It is not 
practicable to introduce changes into the 
Monthly Trade Accounts during the 
course of the year. 


COAL—PRODUCTION AND EXPORTA- 
TION STATISTICS. 

Mr. D. A. THOMAS: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade if he has 
any official information showing the 
cause for the continuous falling off in the 
exports of coal from this country in recent 
years to the West Coast of the American 
continent, to the Atlantic Coast of North 
and Central America and the West Indies, 
and to the East Coast of Africa and 

neighbouring ports (Groups 10, 8, and 5, 
in the Summary of Coal Exports in Par- 
liamentary Paper, No. 119). 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No, Sir. 
The causes may be various, and I am not 
prepared to express a definite opinion in 
regard to them. 
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Mr. D. A. THOMAS: The right hon. 
Gentleman does not dispute that there 
is a falling off ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No, Sir. 





Mr. M‘KENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Board of | 


Trade whether he can state what was the 
total production of coal in the United 
States and in the German Empire in the 
year 1900 : what was the amount of coal 
exported from the same two countries 
and from Japan in the year 1900; and 
what proportion of the coal exported from 
the United Kingdom during each of the 
last three years was sold for the replenish- 
ing of bunkers on British ships. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The pro- 
duction of coal in the United States in 
1900 was 245,422,000 tons. The pro- 
duction in Germany cannot be stated 
from official figures for that year. The 
exports of coal (domestic produce) from 
the United States in 1900 were 7,917,319 
tons, and from Germany 15,275,805 
metric tons. The exports of coal from 


Japan in the same year were :2,402,765 | 


tons. I am unable to answer the last 
paragraph ot the hon. Member’s question. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS: Do the exports 
from Japan include bunker coal ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I cannot 
say without inquiry. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that his figures 
differ from those given by the Foreign 
Oftice ? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No; but 
I will look into that. 


Mr. M'KENNA: Do the American 
figures include exports to other parts of 
the American Continent ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Yes, and 


largely to Canada. 


CORONERS’ INQUESTS (RAILWAY 
FATALITIES) BILL. 


Mr. CHANNING: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether 
he will assent to the Second Reading of the 


Coroners’ Inquests (Railway Fatalities) 


Bill, on the understanding that the Bill 
be sent to a Standing or Select Com- 
mittee. 


! 
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| Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No, Sir ; 
‘I am not prepared to assent to the Second 
| Reading of this Bill. 


Questions. 


LONDON BOROUGH BOUNDARIES. 
Mr. LOUGH: I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Local Government Board 
_ whether he has received a communication 
from the Islington and other borough 
councils in London drawing attention to 
the confusion and trouble which is being 
caused through the boundaries of the Par- 
liamentary boroughs not coinciding with 
those of the municipal boroughs as settled 
under the Local Government Act, 1899 ; 
and whether he can see his way to intro- 
duce legislation dealing with the subject 
‘in the manner the borough councils 
desire. 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WALTER 
Lone, Bristol, 8S.) : I have received repre- 
sentations on the subject referred to. As 
the hon. Member is aware an alteration 
of the metropolitan Parliamentary 
boroughs would not be a departmental 
matter. The subject will receive con- 
sideration on the part of the Government, 
but I could not give any pledge as to 
legislation at the present time. 


METROPOLITAN POOR LAW SCHOOLS— 
OPHTHALMIA AND RINGWORM. 

Dr. FARQUHARSON : I beg to ask 
the President of the Local Government 
Board whether he will state the number 
of children in the metropolitan poor law 
schools, infirmaries, and workhouses who. 
were returned as_ suffering from 
ophthalmia and ringworm, respectively. 
on the date of the last Return. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Returns 
are not all made up to the same date, but 
according to the latest information in my 
‘possession the number of children suffer- 
ing from ophthalmia and ringworm. 
respectively, is—in metropolitan poor 
law schools, 445 and 280 ; and in metro- 
politan workhouses and infirmaries, 337 
and 297. 


POOR LAW OFFICERS’ SUPER- 
ANNUATION. 
Mr. MURNAGHAN (Tyrone, Mid) : 
‘I beg to ask the President of the Local 
‘Government Board whether he can siate- 
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the number of officers to whom super- 
annuation allowances under the Poor Law 
Officers’ Superannuation Act, 1896, were 
paid in each of the years ended at Michael- 
mas, 1899 and 1900; the total amount 
of the annual allowances granted to those 
officers ; and the sum paid in respect 
of such allowances during each of those 
years; and also. the amount of the con- 
tributions made by the ofticers during 
each of the years ended at Lady Day, 
1898 and 1899. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The number 
of officers to whom superannuation 
allowances under the Poor Law Officers’ 
Superannuation Act, 1896, were paid in 
each of the years ended at Michaelmas, 
1899 and 1900, was 1.040 and about 
1,340. The annual allowances granted 
to those officers amounted in the aggre- 
gate to £60,054 in the former year and 
about £74,500 in the latter; and the 
sums actually paid in respect of such 
allowances during each of those years 
was £51,464 and about £67,300. The 
amount of the contributions made by the 
officers during the years ended at Lady 
Day, 1898 and 1899, was £47.465 and 
£49,140 respectively. 


FOREST GATE POOR LAW SCHOOLS. 

Dr. FARQUHARSON : I beg to ask 
the President of the Local Government 
Board whether his attention has been 
called to the fact that 47 children have 
heen removed from the Forest Gate Poor 
Law Schools to the fever hospitals of the 
Metropolitan Asylums Board, under the 
erroneous belief that they were suffering 
irom scarlet fever; and whether any 
of the children had contracted scarlet 
fever when in the fever hospitals. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I am aware 
of the iact mentioned in the first para- 
graph of the question. I am informed 
that following some cases of undoubted 
scarlet fever among the children in the 


schools in February and March of this | 


year, a number of suspicious cases oc- 
curred in April, some of which were sent 
to the hospital as cases of scarlet fever. 
It ultimately appeared, however, that 
none of the children thus sent in April 
were, in fact, suffering from that disease. 
[ am advised that any error which may 
have been committed in sending these 
cases to the hospital cannot with justice 
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be attributed to any want of care or any- 


thing else than anxiety to do the best 
for the safety of the school. As regards 
the last paragraph of the question, | 
understand that none of the children 
sent to the fever hospitals contracted 
scarlet fever there. 


.BOARDING OUT POOR 
CHILDREN. 
Mr. HAY (Shoreditch, Hoxton): | 
beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board whether he can 
state the number of children now boarded 
out in England and Wales, distinguishing 
between those boarded out within and 
those without the union. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: On the Ist 
January last the number of children 
boarded out in England and Wales was 
7,547. Of these, 5,651 were boarded 
out within the unions and 1,896 beyond 
the unions to which they were chargeable. 


LAW 


EMIGRATION OF PAUPER CHILDREN 

Mr. SAMUEL SMITH (Flintshire) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board whether any circular 
letter or order was issued by the Depart- 
ment during 1900 to encourage the 
emigration of pauper children, or whether 
it has taken any other steps to further 
that object, and how many children 
were emigrated last year 


Mr. WALTER LONG: In a circular 
which the Local Government Board 
issued in August last they urged upon 
Boards of Guardians the expediency 
of removing children from workhouses, 
and referred to emigration as one of the 
means by which this might be effected. 
The Board issued orders last year author- 
ising the emigration of 173 children. 


FICTITIOUS BETTING NEWS. 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL: I beg to 
ask Mr. Attorney General whether he 
is aware that the Evening News publishes 
what purport to be lists of morning 
betting, which lists are fictitious, and 
whether he proposes to take any action 
in the matter. 

THe ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
Rosert Fintay, Inverness Burghs): | 
am not aware of the fact suggested in 
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the question, but if the hon. Member will | sum of £600, as a bribe, in consideration 


communicate any information, inquiry 
can be made. 


ALLEGED BOYCOTTING AT BEXHILL. 

CapTAIN DONELAN (Cork, E.): I 
beg to ask Mr. Attorney General whether 
he is aware that in connection with the 
recent contest between Earl de la Warr 


and Mr. W. J. Smith for the chairman- | 
ship of the Bexhill-on-Sea Urban, District | 


Council, Miss Cope, the proprietress of 
St. David’s Private Hotel in Bexhill, 
subsequently addressed a letter (dated 
16th April) to Mr. Vale, a supporter of 
Mr. Smith, the successful candidate, in 
which she stated that she would never 
enter Mr. Vale’s premises again, and 
would warn all hervisitors against dealing 
with him ; and that this letter has been 
published in the local press ; and whether, 
in accordance with the custom commonly 
followed in Ireland under similar cireum- 
stances, it is intended to take proceedings 
against the persons implicated in these 
boycotting practices. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: There is not 
any intention of taking proceedings in 
respect of the matter alleged by the hon. 
Member. The essence of the offence of 
hoycotting is criminal conspiracy ; the 
question does not suggest the existence 
of any conspiracy at all, but only an 
isolated act on the part of one person. 
No criminal proceedings could be main- 
tained under the circumstances alleged, 
and I am informed that the hon. Member 
is mistaken in supposing that it is cus- 
tomary under such circumstances to 
take proceedings in Ireland. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Will 
there be a prosecution of the mine owners 
it they shut down, their coal mines ? 


Captain DONELAN : Is _ boycotting 
a crime in Ireland and not in England ? 


MUNICIPAL BRIBERY—CHARGE 
AGAINST A GLASGOW MAGISTRATE. 

Sir JOHN LENG: I beg to ask the 
Lord Advocate whether it was by his 
authority that at the High Court of 
Justiciary, held in Glasgow on Friday, 
an ex-councillor and magistrate of that 
city was indicted for corruptly soliciting 
and receiving}firom a spirit merchant 


applying for a}public-house licence the 


of which he undertook to procure the 
licence, and subsequently, in breach of 
| his duty as a magistrate, and in malver- 
sation of his office, corruptly voted for 
and endeavoured to procure the licence ; 
/and, further, in a second case, solicited 
and attempted to obtain another £500 
‘from another applicant for a similar 
licence ; whether he is aware that the 
judge of the high court who presided, 
holding that the offences charged against 





‘the ex-magistrate, and which the Advo- 


cate Deputy was prepared to call witnesses 
to substantiate, are not criminal offences 
either under the common or statute law 
of Scotland, dismissed the indictment 
and discharged the prisoner; and 
whether he is aware that in England 
recently severe penalties have been 
inflicted for offering bribes in cases of 
much less importance than those in 
Glasgow ; and whether, if the decision 
in the Glasgow cases was in accordance 
with the law of Scotland, steps will be 
taken to bring it into conformity with 
the law of England. 


*THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GraHAM Murray, Buteshire): — In 
answer to the first paragraph. the indict- 
ment which is therein substantially 
although not quite accurately set forth 
was prepared, as are all indictments, in 
my name, and in this ease | was person- 
ally cognisant of the terms thereof. It 
set forth facts which according to the 
views of the law officers constituted an 
indictable offence. In answer to the 
second paragraph, it is the fact that the 
learned judge of the high court dismissed 
the indictment, on the ground that the 
facts therein stated did not set forth a 
crime according to the law of Scotland. 
As there is no appeal from the decision 
of the judge sitting in the High Court of 
Justiciary, I am bound to accept this as 
the law. In answer to the third and 
fourth paragraphs, I imagine that the 
hon. Member refers to the case of Walker, 
which was a prosecution under the 
Public Bodies Prevention of Corruption 
Act. I cannot adequately explain within 
the limits of question and answer, but the 
hon. Member may rest assured that the 
cases are not similar, and that their result 
does not warrant the statement that the 
law in England and Scotland is different, 
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a point on which I express no opinion. | if there are any, and, if so, how many, 
If, however, a Bill which’has been intro- | schools or evening continuation classes 
duced in another place comes before this | in Wales which will be affected by the 
House I shall endeavour to secure the | decision in the Cockerton case. 

insertion of such clauses as will render 
the facts as alleged in the Glasgow case| _, SIR J-GORST: No; Ihave no means 


a criminal offence according to the law | of knowing. 


Questions, 





of Scotland, which in my opinion they | 


ought to be. 


ADMINISTRATION OF LICENSING 
LAWS IN SCOTLAND. 

Mr. CONOR O’KELLY (Mayo, N.): 
I beg to ask the Lord Advocate whether, 
in view of the fact that licensing magis- 
trates in Scotland have recently made 
illegal recommendations to publicans as 
to the conduct of their licensed houses, 
and have penalised those who disre- 


garded these recommendations by closing | 


their houses for several days, he will 
take steps, by amending or amplifying 
the existing law, to prevent such illegal 
recommendations being made in the 
future. 


*Mr. A.GRAHAM MURRAY: I have 


no reason to suppose that it is a general 


practice among the licensing bodies in | 


Scotland to issue recommendations such 


as those to which the hon. Member called | 


my attention a few days ago, and for 
which there is no statutory warrant. In 
any view I do not propose to introduce 
legislation to deal with one incidental 
point of licensing reform. 


SCHOOLS OF SCIENCE. 

Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) : 
I beg to ask the Vice-President of the 
Committee of Council on Education 
whether the regulations and scale of 
grants for science in day schools, as set 
out in Form 957, which shows the princi- 
pal alterations in the South Kensington 
Directory for 1901, are to apply to exist- 
ing schools of science. 


THe VICE-PRESIDENT or tHE 
BOARD or EDUCATION (Sir J. Gorst, 
Cambridge University): The answer is in 
the negative. 


EVENING CONTINUATION SCHOOLS IN 
WALES. 


Mr. KENYON (Denbigh): I beg to 
ask the Vice-President of the Committee 
of Council on Education if he can state 





NEW EDUCATION CODE-—REX v. 

| COCKERTON. 

| Mr. GODDARD (Ipswich) : I beg to 
ask the Vice-President of the Committee 
‘of Council on Education whether there 
is anything in the New Code for 1901 
which will affect the legality of the use of 
' the school fund for the maintenance of 
the school libraries which have been 
established in connection with many 


board schools. 


Sir J. GORST: No; the decision of 
| the Court in Rex v. Cockerton establishes 
| the legal position that the Board of Edu- 
cation cannot, by code, affect the legality 
'of the uses to which school boards. 
_ apply the school fund. 


/MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT AND FREE 
POSTAGE. 
| Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND : I beg 
_to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether, in view of the number of letters 
received by Members in connection with 
| the public businessof Parliament, arrange- 
ments could be made to enable Members 
| to send replies to such letters free through 
the Post Office. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): The privilege 
| of free postage which Members of Parlia- 
/ment had previously enjoyed was ex- 
| pressly abolished by Parliament in 1840 
‘(Act 3 and 4 Vic. cap. 96),t and the 
| Postmaster General is not prepared to 
_recommend that it should be revived. 


LANGHAM HOTEL POST OFFICE. 

Mr. SOAMES: I beg to ask the 
| Secretary to the Treasury,.as representing 
the Postmaster General, whether the 





+ The privilege of franking letters (estab- 
| lished about 1660) was not abolished without 
| some opposition. Reference should be made 

to the Budget debates in 1839, reported fully 
| in the Mirror of Parliament, and very imper: 
| fectly in Hansard. There is an interesting 


} 


|debate on the same subject in 1805 (see 


| Debates [First Series], Vol. iii., page 569), 
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negotiations which were in progress a 
year ago, for premises for a new post 
office in place of the office at the Lang- 
ham Hotel, have been brought to a 
conclusion; and, if so, whether the 
public may hope to have reasonable 
accommodation in that neighbourhood 
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officers who had travelled down from 
Dublin with the outward American 
mails of the previous day were sent back 
to Dublin by the 4 p.m. train, as stated 
by the hon. Member. This course was 
adopted in order to avoid unnecessary 
expense, as six officers were quite suffi- 








cient to deal with the American letters 
‘for Ireland on the mail train to Dublin. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: | None of the letters were delayed under 
Arrangements are in progress for obtain- | this arrangement ; and although the 
ing premises in Regent Street for a new | newspapers could not be disposed of after 
branch post office to take the place of | arrival at Dublin - quickly as the letters, 
the office at the Langham Hotel ; but it | the Postmaster General would not be 
is not possible to state at present when the | justified in incurring the expense of em- 
new office will be opened. | ploying a considerable number of sorters 
in the mail train for the sole purpose of 
_ expediting the delivery of newspapers. 


at an early date. 


DELAY OF THE AMERICAN NEWS- 
PAPER MAIL. | 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, | TWEEDMOUTH | COMMITTEE—POSTMEN 
W.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the AS SORTING CLERKS AND TELE- 


: ne Becrotary to the| GRAPHISTS. 
reasury, as representing the Postmaster | ager ale es 
General, whether he is aware that, con- | Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 


trary to custom, twelve of the eighteen | I beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 


sorting clerks and telegraphists sent from | a ae ~~ ig eage ter General, 
the General Post Office, Dublin, to meet | Wether, seeing that the Tweedmouth 
the homeward mail, ex “ Campania,” on | Committee recommended that only estab- 


29th March last, were sent back to Dublin | lished postmen were to be permitted to 
enter into limited competition for the 


by 4 p.m. train on that date, leaving only ~ ... ears ° 
six to deal with the Irish portion landed ; | positions of male learners, he can explain 
why members of the auxiliary staff have 


that as a result the entire Irish-American | cmelieade aa yee aaa 
newspaper mail was delayed, and letters | [°° avowed to compete tor these appoint- 


for Belfast and other northern towns ™°?*- 
were delayed, thus preventing the possi- | M 

bility of persons answering communica- jj “ 
tions in time for despatch by Cunard 
route, on 30th March ; and, having re- 
gard to these facts, and seeing that the 
American letters which should have been 


AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
|The Tweedmouth Committee do not 
"appear to have made the recommendation 
attributed to them, but stated that a 
scheme would shortly come into opera- 
sent out by the 7 a.m. delivery were ‘tion by which a third of the vacancies 


delayed until the 12 (noon) delivery, for sorting clerks and telegraphists at 


thistle the Peitwsster Goren wi | ™™ provincial offices would, in future, 
'be reserved for postmen, postmasters 


issue instructions for the old system to} 


be adhered to by leaving the entire force | aie and t — Segre oe 
of sorting clerks and telegraphists sent | Ee ee ee ee ee 
postmen are allowed to compete, has been 


to meet homeward American mails to)! . : 
work off in the Dublin and Queenstown | !™ operation at twenty-nine of the largest 


General Post Office the Irish portion Owns during the last three or four 
Senn landed. years, and whilst preference is given to 


the claims of established postmen, other 
| candidates have been admitted to the 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : | competitions from the first. 
When it became known at Queenstown | 
on the afternoon of Friday, the 29th | Bier 
March, that the “Campania” would | POSTMEN’S STRIPE RULES. 
arrive at an hour at which it would be) Dr. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask the 
expedient to land only the mails for Ire-| Secretary to the Treasury, as repre- 
land, twelve of the eighteen sorting | senting the Postmaster General. if he 
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can state to the House the result of the 
investigation promised by his predecessor, 
in the debate on the Post Office Vote on 
the 27th of April last year, into the 
grievances suffered by postmen under 
the present system of awarding good 
conduct stripes. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
The Postmaster General has carefully 
considered the matter, but he is unable 
to make any alteration in the rules 
governing the award of good conduct 
stripes such as was suggested. A good 
conduct stripe is a reward for five years 
continuous good service, and the in- 
equality of treatment in certain cases 
is inherent in any system which aims at 


rewarding continuous good service, what- 


ever the qualifying period may be 


3 CAVAN SUB-LAND COMMISSION. * 

Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG (Cavan. E.): 
| beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that the land case of Bridget 
Fitzpatrick. of Stradone, county Cavan, 
entered for the Cavan Sub-Commission 
in January. 1899, was not heard until 
February. 1901; that since the latter 
date the Commissioners have not visited 
the holding: and that, after visiting, 
there may be further delay before judg- 
ment is given: whether he can state 
approximately the number of years 
which will elapse in the event of the fair 
rents being appealed against ; and, seeing 
that these delays are a source of discon- 
tent and that during the years of delay 
the old rent has still to be paid, whether 
steps can be taken to expedite decisions 
in these cases. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpbuam. Dover): The 


Assistant Commissioners hope to inspect 
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| Lord Lieutenant of 
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‘he is aware that, on estates in county 
Cavan and elsewhere in Ireland it is the 
practice when a tenant serves an origi- 


nating notice for the landlord to issue 


process for arrears and for hanging 
gale with a view of forcing settlement - 
and whether, in view of the character 
of such proceedings, he will state whether 
there is any method by which such pro- 
ceedings may be stayed pending adjudies- 
tion on the fair rent application. 


THE ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. ATKINSON, London- 


derry, N.): I am unable to state from 
the information I have received whether 
the practice alleged exists. There is no 
method by which a tenant serving a 
/notice to have his rent fixed can relieve 
himself from paying his rent beyond 
|that which is provided in the 13th sec- 
| tion of the Act of 1881. 


LABOURERS’ COTTAGES IN COUNTY 


| 
| MAYO. 


*Mr. CONOR O’KELLY (Mayo, N.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Sevretary to the 
Ireland if he will 
state the amount of the grant for the 
erection of labourers’ cottages the county 
of Mayo is entitled to annually, and the 
sum at present to the credit of the said 
county for the erection of labourers’ 
cottages. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The amounts are 


£943 and £4.767, respectively. 


GLENHEST POLICE HUT. 

*Mr. CONOR O’KELLY : I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland if he will state the 
grounds on which the police authorities 





the holding next week. in which case 
judgment may be given before the end 
of the month. The question in the 
second paragraph is a hypothetical one, 
to which | am unable to reply. All 
possible expedition is used. 


NOTICES IN COUNTY 
CAV AN. 


ORIGINATING 


established a police hut at Glenhest. 
in the county of Mayo, in the July of 
1892; and whether it is proposed to 
retain the said hut as a permanent police 
station. 


Mr. WYNDHAM : This hut was estab- 
lished for the protection of a certain 
individual. It now forms a station for 
general protection purposes, and there 





Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG: I beg to ask 
Mr. Attorney General tor Ireland whether | 


is no intention, at present, to remove it. 
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LAND CONGESTION AT CLAREMORRIS, 
CO. MAYO. 


*Mr. CONOR O’KELLY : I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland, as President of the 
Congested Districts Board, whether he 
can state the cause of the failure of the 
Congested Districts Board in their nego- 
tiations for the purchase of the farm at 
Ballyglass, Claremorris, county Mayo, 
owned by the representatives of the late 
P. W. Raftery, of Claremorris ; and 
whether the Board are willing to reopen 
negotiations for the purchase of the said 
arm. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The representa- 
tives were not disposed to sell the land. 
If a fresh offer were made to the Board 
it would be considered. 


ROYAL TRISH CONSTABULARY — 
DISTRICT INSPECTORS. 

Mr. CONOR O’KELLY : I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether any constabu- 
lary regulation exists dealing with the 
period of time within which a district 
inspector of the Royal Irish Constabulary 
may be retamed in the first district to 
which he is assigned on the completion 
of his training at the depot ; and, if so, 
whether he will state the regulation. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: There is no such 


regulation. 


CARRICKMORE PETTY SESSIONS-- 
PROSECUTION OF JAMES WCANN, JUN. 

Mr. O'DOHERTY (Donegal, N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if his atten- 
tion has been called to a prosecution by 
Sir John M. Stewart and others of James 
MCann, junior, Beragh, which was 
adjudicated on at Carrickmore Petty 
Sessions by two magistrates, one of whom 
was Mr. J. W. E. Dunsterville, R.M. ; 
whether he is aware that the summons 
served on the defendant was neither 
signed by magistrate nor dated; that 
he was represented by his brother, who 


handed the undated and unsigned sum- | 


mons to the resident magistrate, Mr. 
Dunsterville. who refused to look at it 
and ordered the defendant’s brother out 
of court ; that the defendant was fined 
£1 and £1 costs, and that subsequently 
the Lords Justices of Ireland, to whom 
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the summons was sent, rescinded the 
order of the magistrates and directed 
the defendant to be refunded the £2 paid 
by him ; can he state what legal training 
Mr. Dunsterville has for the position of 
resident magistrate, seeing that before his 
appointment he was a police officer ; and, 
considering the dissatisfaction this magis- 
trate has given in his district, whether 
steps will be taken to have him removed 
to some other position, and will he direct 
compensation to be paid by Mr. Dunster- 
ville to the defendant. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The summons was 
in legal form, but the document served 
was an incomplete copy, and the Execu- 
tive was advised, under the circumstances, 
that the conviction should not be acted 
upon. Mr. Dunsterville, although not a 
barrister, has had much experience in the 
administration of the law at petty sessions. 
It is not proposed to remove him, or to 
require him to compensate the defendant, 
who has escaped punishment on a techni- 
cality. 


Questions. 


CONGESTION IN CONNAUGHT. 

Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- 
tion has bee1 drawn to the emigration 
from the province of Connaught in the 
year 1900, namely, 14,060, or 19°5 per 
1,000 of the population of the province ; 
whether, considering that the average 
poor law valuation per head of population 
for the province of Connaught is only 
£1 18s. 4d., only &s. 4d. per head over 
the limit of valuation which would en- 
title it to be scheduled as a congested. 
district, namely, £1 10s. per head, he will 
see that the whole province is scheduled 
as a congested district ; and whether, 
with a view to checking the tide of emi- 
gration from Connaught, which contains 
one-sixth of the total population of Ire- 
land, he will introduce this session some 
remedial legislation such as the com- 
pulsory sale and purchase of land in the 
congested districts. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: [ cannot under- 
take to introduce legislation this session 
for either of the purposes suggested in the 
second and third paragraphs. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN : Or for any 
other purpose, apparently. 
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IRISH INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION — 
VACANT COMMISSION ERSHIP. 


Mr. O'DOHERTY : I beg to ask the 


Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 


of Ireland whether the vacaney caused 
by the death of one of the Assistant 
Commissioners of Intermediate Educa- | 
tion in Ireland has been as yet filled ; 
and, if so, can he state who has been 
appointed to the vacancy. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The vacancy has 
mot yet been filled. 


ROYAL IRISH CONSTABULARY 
PENSIONS. 

Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.): 1 beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord. 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can | 
state the number of Royal Irish Con- | 
stabulary pensioners, and the total 
amount paid to them in pensions for the 
financial year ended March, 1876; and 


the number of pensioners and the total , 


amount of pensions for the financial year 
ended March, 1900. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: For the year 
1875-6 the figures were 3,975 pen- | 
sioners and £146,718 5s. 7d. ; for 1899- 
1900 the number of pensioners was 
7,142, and the amount £365,476 15s. 8d. | 


Mr. TULLY: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman take any steps to cure this 
scandal ? 


[No answer was returned. | 


RABIES IN IRELAND. 


CoLoneL M‘'CALMONT (Antrim, E.): | 


Il beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the | 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
ean state how many cases of rabies have | 
been reported in Ireland during this’ 
year ; in what counties have such, if any, 
occurred ; and are any steps being taken | 
by the Board of Agriculture i in Ireland to ; 
stamp out the disease, if it exists. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Two cases of 
rabies have been reported this year, one 
from Westmeath and the other from 
Cavan. The necessary steps are being 
taken to stamp out the disease. | 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: Does this mean | 
‘that the muzzling order is to be again 
enforced in this country ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I do not think so. 


{COMMONS} 


‘attendance of 


| past five years ; 
view of saving this cost, the Government 


It means that all the animals which have | or cities in which winter assizes are held. 
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| been in contact with the rabid animals 
are being destroyed. 


TINAHELY LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
INQUIRY. 

Mr. JAMES O’CONNOR (Wicklow, 
: I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he is aware that Dr. Flinn, 
Local Government Board Inspector, is 
about to hold an inquiry into certain 
charges made against Dr. Bolster, medi- 
cal officer of the Tinahely district ; 
whether Dr. Flinn proposes to hold the 
inquiry outside the Tinahely district in 
which occurred the acts of negligence 
that are to form the basis of the inquiry ; 
and, if so, whether he will instruct Dr. 
Flinn to hold the inquiry in Tinahely 
courthouse, and to summon all the wit- 
nesses who are prepared to give evidence 
on either side of the case, so that the 

inquiry may be full, fair, and impartial. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The inquiry opened 
on Monday at the Union Workhouse, 
Shillelagh, in order to facilitate the 
witnesses from that 
locality, and will subsequently be ad- 
_journed to Tinahely. The inspector must 
| be satisfied that there are reasonable 
grounds for believing that witnesses can 
give relevant evidence before requiring 
their attendance. I have no reason to 


believe that he will fail in his duty in 


this respect. 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: 
| charge of the arrangements ! 


Mr. WYNDHAM: An inspector in 
whom I have complete confidence. 


Who has 


IRISH WINTER ASSIZES. 


Mr. O’DOHERTY : I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he can state the 
_ average annual cost of holding the winter 
assizes throughout Ireland during the 
and whether, with a 


will consider the advisability of altering 
| the existing procedure, in order to 
arrange that the spring and summer 
assizes may be divided into two equal 
half-years, and thereby obviate the 
necessity for holding a winter assize, and 
the infliction of hardships on the counties 
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Mr. ATKINSON: At my right hon. Mr. ATKINSON: It is receiving, 
friend’s request, J will reply to this ques- it has received, and it shall receive it. 
tion. [t would require considerable labour 
to ascertain with any precision the addi-- Mr. JAMES O’CONNOR: Has not 
tional cost of winter assizes, and no com- the Government been engaged in con- 
mensurate public advantage would be sidering it since 1855 ? 
gained by it. The change suggested in 
the question would inflict great hard-| Mr. ATKINSON: I cannot say what 
ship on persons in custody awaiting trial, the Government of half a century ago did. 
and would dislocate to some extent the 
present system of administration. So 1[MPRISONMENT OF MR. P. A. M‘HUGH, 
far from hardship being inflicted on the M.P. 
counties and cities where winter assizes_ Mr, PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
are held, there is keen competition gsk the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
amongst these counties and cities for the [jeutenant of Ireland whether Mr. 
honour and benefit they derive. M‘Hugh, M.P., now confined in Kilmain- 
ham Gaol under a sentence of six months 
IRISH LOCAL LOAN FUND. as a misdemeanant of the first class, has 
aaa at ae been refused permission to edit his 
Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: TI beg newspaper, the Sligo Champion ; whether 
to ask Mr. Attorney General for Ireland jo yi] inquire of the Home Secretary 
whether he is aware that the Loan Fund what is the practice in similar cases in 
Board for Ireland have in several of their England, and what privileges in the 
annual reports laid stress upon the con- jyatter of editing and conducting his 
sequences which have resulted from papers were allowed to Mr. W. T. Stead 
the fact that legislation necessary to when in prison ; and will he take steps to 
ensure the proper supervision and man- eeyre to Mr. M‘Hugh the same privileges 
agement of loan funds had been delayed 4. were accorded to Mr. Stead. 
for many years; and, seeing that the 
necessity for such legislation was laid  \fp WYNDHAM: Mr. M‘Hugh was 
before Parliament in the year 1855 by a pefysed permission to write a weekly 
Select Committee appointed to take despatch to his paper, the visiting com- 
evidence and to report upon the subject, mittee being precluded, as they con- 
whether he can state the reasons why gidered. ies granting this request, I 
the requirements of the Loan Fund am informed that Mr. Stead was not 
Board have not heen given effect to! allowed to edit and conduct his papers 
by legislation. when in prison in 1885. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The reply to the 
first paragraph is in the affirmative. 
I am unable to explain the inaction 
of previous Governments over a period 
which dates as far back as 1855, but! 
I may point out that in the past year 
a Bill was introduced and passed, the 
object of which was to meet the most 
pressing of the difficulties of the existing 
position. This legislation has already 
secured satisfactory results. The general 
policy to be adopted in connection with 
the loan fund system is a matter which 
deserves careful consideration, and I am 
“ prepared to say when, or on what *Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 
Rice ee wt) ie PErROR CMT: Witla 
| copy of the requisition made by Mr. Stead 

Mr. DILLON: Is this matter re-| and the answers to them be given, so 


Mr. DILLON: Will the same right 
be extended to Mr. M’Hugh as to Mr. 


Stead ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I can only say that 
I will give the hon, Member a copy of the 
requisitions made by Mr. M‘Hugh, and 
of the sanctions that have been given. 


Mr. TULLY : Is the right hon. Gentle- 
man aware that when I was a first-class 
misdemeanant in Sligo prison—— 


ceiving the careful consideration of the | that we may compare them, and will 


Irish Government ? i the right hon. Gentleman undertake 
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that the same privileges shall be given 
to Mr. M’Hugh as were given to Mr. 
Stead ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: It does not rest 
with me to give any such undertaking. 
It rests with the visiting committee, who 
act under rules presented to Parliament. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: May I 
ask whether, in view of the fact that the 
sentence inflicted upon Mr. M‘Hugh 
involved imprisonment only and no fine, 
the Government will consider the desira- 
bility of avoiding imposing any penalty 
upon Mr. M‘Hugh in regard to his paper ! 


Mr. TULLY: Will Mr. M‘'Hugh have 
the same privileges as were given to the 
editors and other Irish Members who 
were imprisoned ! 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have already 
promised to give a list of the requisitions 
and the decisions, and I cannot say more. 


Captain DONELAN: What object 
is to be gained by attempting to stifle 
public opinion in Ireland ? 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: May I 
ask the right hon. Gentleman whether 
it is not a fact that other gentlemen 
similarly placed to Mr. M‘Hugh have been 
granted permission to edit their papers ? 

*Mr. SPEAKER: That does not arise 
out of the question. 


Dr. AMBROSE: May I ask the right 
hon. Gentleman whether the judge who 
tried the case was not the same judge—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 


does not arise out of the question. 


Captain DONELAN: Will the right 


hon. Gentleman answer my question ? 
{No answer was returned. | 


CARRICK-ON-SHANNON SANITARY 
RATE. 

Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether, as thelandlord is 
liable for half the sanitary rate, he can 
state the amount saved to the landlord 
of Carrick-on-Shannon by the action 


{COMMONS} 


‘of the Local Government 
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Board in 
altering, against the protests of the 
rural district council, the area of charge 
for the Carrick-on-Shannon waterworks 
from the townlands of Townparks to the 
entire rural district. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The landlord, or 
landlords, of Carrick-on-Shannon obtain 
relief in precisely the same way as the 
occupiers of the town, by the extension 
of the area of chargeability to the rural 
district. The exact sum charged on 
the owners and occupiers in the dis- 
trict outside cannot be ascertained 
without communication with the Board 
of Works as to the outstanding liabilities, 
but if the hon. Member desires it | 
will have the calculation prepared and 
sent to him privately. I am considering 
the whole question of the areas of charge 
for sanitary expenses, particularly with 
regard to works carried out for the 
benefit of small market towns and other 
centres of population, which are not, 
however, urban districts under the law. 


TRALEE AND DINGLE LIGHT 
RAILWAY. 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether, in view of the dangerous 
condition of the Tralee and Dingle Light 
Railway, as reported by the Irish Local 
Government Board Inspector, the bur- 
den which this railway is on the rates— 
in one year reaching over 3s. in the £— 
and the recent purchase by the Govern- 
ment of their annuity of £2,400 at a time 
when Consols were 111, at £80,000, he 
will be prepared to receive a deputation 
from the Kerry County Council. who 
represent the ratepayers burdened with 
this taxation, with a view to take some 
action towards putting the line in proper 
working condition. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: In 
the Lord Lieutenant, for 
plained in a communication addressed 
to the county council, expressed his 
inability to recommend the Treasury 
to reopen the question of further 
financial assistance to this railway. 
Tf the hon. Member has new facts or 
figures to adduce, I will consider the 
advisability of receiving a deputation. 
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Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL : How is ' 


- it when I put in facts that they are 


struck out by the Clerk at the Table ? 


*\Ir. SPEAKER : It is quite impossible 
for the House to judge of these cases 


at question time, nor is it the proper | 


tribunal to deal with them. If some- 
thing has been taken out of the question 
at the Table it is prima facie evidence 
that it was struck out because it con- 
troverted some rule. If the hon. Member 
has reason to complain he must speak to 
me, and put down the question again in 
a new form, if [ consider the present 
form objectionable. 


Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: A very 


important fact was struck out. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: May I 
ask whether, when a question is altered 
at the Table, notice of the alteration can- 
not be sent to the hon. Member who has 
put down the question, as well as the 
reason for the alteration. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: It is impossible to 
give written reasons to hon. Members. 
Every endeavour is made to give an hon. 
Member notice of any alteration, and | 
am quite sure it will be admitted that, 
it he comes to the Table, he will receive 
the utmost courtesy and attention. 
There are 143 questions on the Paper, 
and owing to the regrettable illness of 
the Chief Clerk the table is somewhat 
undermanned, and it is quite possible 
that a slip may arise now and then. I 
hope hon. Members will endeavour to 
assist the clerks at the Table in their 
duties. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I did 
not complain of ineivility. I merely 
desired to point out that Members often 
came down to the House to put their 
questions before they were aware that 
any alteration had been made. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The clerks endeavour 
to give notice to the Member who has put 
down the question, but he is not always 
in the House, or easily found. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Could not a 
code of the rules affecting questions be 
laid on the Table, showing what is in 
order and what is not ? 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: I[ think it would be 


very undesirable. 


Dr. AMBROSE: The form of a ques- 
tion which [ put upon the Paper has been 
altered, and | received no intimation of it. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I can only say 
that I have inspected these debatable 
questions over and over again, and in 
ninety-nine cases out of a hundred I 
have found the action taken by the clerk 
has been perfectly justifiable, and the 
Member himself is very frequently in 
fault in not having communicated with 
the clerk. In the case of the hon. 
Member for West Kerry, who complains 
that his question has been altered, I am 
told that his question has been for 
several days upon the Paper in the form 
in which it now stands, and he has not 
come to the Table. 


INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS IN IRELAND. 

Mr. OMARA: | beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland if he can say how many in- 


dustrial schools were in existence in 


Ireland on the 3lst December, 1900, 
and how many children were under 
detention therein. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: Seventy schools 


and 8,222 children. 


Mr. O'MARA: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he will state how 
many boys and girls were admitted 
to Irish industrial schools in the year 
ending 31st December, 1900. 


Mr. WYNDHAM : 519 boys and 503 


girls. 


LAND TROUBLE IN SOUTH GALWAY. 

Mr. DUFFY (Galway, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the tenants of the late Dr. 
Cogan, White Gate, in South Galway 
Parliamentary Division, are in nego- 
tiation for the purchase of their holdings ; 
that a man named Davis was imported 
from Wales quite recently and put into 
possession of the best of the lands, by a 
friend of his who was _ nominally 
managing the estate, at a yearly rent 
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of £160 ; that the said Mr. Davis is now | 
trying to induce the Government to. 
advance the purchase money ; and that | 
the Land Commission inspector visited 
the lands on the 15th February last, 
when he ascertained that the entire 


stock of the said Davis consisted of two | 


head of cattle and a donkey ; whether 
he will state the amount of the purchase 
money applied for ; and whether, in the 
circumstances, the sale will be sanctioned 
and the money advanced. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: Davis was a 
tenant on the estate of Bernard Martin, 
holding under a lease from the land 
judge, pending the matter. He applied 
for a loan of £2,960, and the security 
having been reported sufficient, the loan 
has been sanctioned. If declared a 
purchaser by the land judge, the loan 
will be made. 


Mr. DUFFY: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that this man had 


been fired at, because he was an objection- 
able character? If that had not been 
the case would he have got the loan ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: There is nothing 
whatever in the case to justify inter- 
ference with the exercise by the judges 
of their ofticial responsibilities. 


ARMAGH LAND CASE. 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the recent appeal 
case of Ferguson, tenant, Earl of Gos- 
ford, landlord, at Armagh, in which 


Mr. Justice Meredith considered himself , 


bound, under Section 20 of the Land 
Act, 1881, to support the ruling of the 
legal Assistant Commissioner, that the 
purchaser from a tenant against whom 
ejectment proceedings have been taken 
for non-payment of a rent fixed by 
judicial agreement is for ever precluded 
from entering a land court to have 
the rent revised, or a further judicial 
term created in respect of the tenancy ; 
and whether he proposes to take any 
steps to amend this state of matters. 


statement in reference to it. 
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OPERATION OF TRUCK ACTS IN 
IRELAND. 

Mr. TENNANT: I beg to ask Mr. 
Attorney General for Ireland whether 
the identical nature of the cases of Deane 
v. Boyle and Squire v. Sweeney was 
established by a judicial inquiry ; and 
if so, whether he can supply the report 
of that inquiry. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The particular 
point decided by the High Court, which 


| was common to all these cases, was this— 


that cases such as these did not come 
within the Truck Acts, inasmuch as the 
artificer was not bound to execute the 
work himself or herself. 1 might be per- 
mitted to explain that the bearing and 
result of this decision were carefully con- 
sidered at a consultation between the 
Home Secretary, the English Law Officers, 
and myself, and the action taken by the 
Irish Secretary on my advice was based 
on the result of that consultation. 


LAND PURCHASE IN GALWAY. 

CoLoNnEL NOLAN: I beg to ask Mr. 
Attorney General if it is the practice of 
the Land Commission to ask tenants 
desirous of purchasing to permit of their 
sub-tenants purchasing at the same time, 
and if, for example, this was lately done 
at Arskeagh, barony of Clare, county 
Galway. 


Mr. ATKINSON: When it is found 
that a substantial portion of the holding 
of a tenant applying for an advance under 
the Land Purchase Acts is sublet, the 
Commissioners, if the circumstances 
admit, usually stay the proceedings till it 
is ascertained whether arrangements can 
be made for division of the holding and a 
sale of the sublet portion by the landlord 
direct to the sub-tenant of the portion of 
the holding in his occupation, but the 
treatment of each case depends on the 
arrangements arrived at between the 
parties and the particular cireumstances 
found to exist. The Land Commission 
have no coercive jurisdiction in the 
matter. 


' BONDED WAREHOUSE IN TIPPERARY. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The case, I am. 
informed, is still swb judice, and this | 
being so, I am unable to make any | 


Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary, 8.): I 
beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer whether, for the convenience of 
the licensed traders of Tipperary and 
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district, he would consider the advisa- 
bility of establishing a bonded warehouse 
in that town. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
The practice of establishing Crown ware- 
houses has long ceased, but if the traders 
of Tipperary desire to establish a bonded 
warehouse the Board of Inland Revenue 
will be prepared to consider any proposals 
which they may have to make. 


IRISH NATIONAL TEACHERS’ 
PENSION FUND. 

Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he can state the names 
of the Government actuaries on whose 
report the National Teachers’ Pension 
Fund was founded in 1879, and who 
were the actuaries who discovered the 
fund was not solvent in 1897, and 
whether he can state what was the in- 
creuse of contributions from the teachers, 
and the diminution of pensions necessary, 
and the additional Government grant 
voted to put the fund on a sound basis. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
The actuary on whose report the fund 
was established in 1879 was Mr. Denham 
Robinson. The actuaries who reported 
in 1897 that the fund was not solvent 
were Mr. Finlaison and Mr. Sutton. The 
increased contributions from the teachers | 
are estimated to amount to about £13,000 
a year from Ist January, 1898, but are | 
not retrospective. The pensions have 
not been diminished. The Government 
grant is £18,000 a year. 


RATHLIN ISLAND LIGHTHOUSE. 

Mr. O'DOHERTY : I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade if he can 
say when Rathlin (O’Birne) Island 
lighthouse will be made a relieving 
station ; and having regard to the fact 
that the lightkeepers employed at the 
said station are deprived of attending on | 
Sundays divine service at their various 
places of worship throughout the year, 
and have no facilities for educating their 
families, whether he will draw the atten- 
tion of the Irish Lights Board to these 
grievances with a view to having them 
removed. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No, Sir ; 
I am not able to say when Rathlin 
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| (O’Birne) Island lighthouse will be made 
s relieving station. I have communi- 
cated the hon. Member’s question to the 
Commissioners of Irish Lights, and I 
have no doubt that the matter will re- 
ceive consideration by that body. 


Mr. O'DOHERTY: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman communicate to me the 
answer of the Commissioners of Lights 
when he gets it 2 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I will con- 
sider that question when I receive the 
answer. 


IRISH ORDNANCE SURVEY. 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland if he can state the total 
strength of the staff employed on the 
Ordnance Survey of Ireland, the numbers 
also of civilians and soldiers respectively 
employed thereon, the provisions in each 
of these classes, and also their relative 
prospects of promotion. 


*Mr. HANBURY : Total strength 976. 

Soldiers 156—all pensionable in respect 
of Army service only. Civilians 820— 
of whom thirty-six are pensionable 
under the Act of 1859, consisting of 
those who joined before 1874, and the 
occupants of certain posts to which 
pensions might be attached. The relative 
prospects of promotion in the case of men 
of equal capacity are equal. 


IRISH LANGUAGE IN THE IRISH 
POST OFFICE. 

Mr. O'DOHERTY : I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 
ing the Postmaster General, in view of 
the practice of the Post Office Depart- 
ment in making appointments to post- 
masterships in Wales at places where 
Welsh is spoken to ascertain that the 
candidate whom it is proposed to appoint 
possesses a knowledge of the Welsh 
language, whether, before appointing 
postmasters in Ireland in future in dis- 
tricts where Irish is spoken, the Depart- 
ment will ascertain that the candidates 
proposed to be appointed possess a know- 
'ledge of the Irish language. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: As 


I have already stated in reply to previous 
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questions, no inconvenience has been 
found to arise from ignorance of the Irish | 
language on the part of officers of the 
Post Ottice employed in Ireland, and it is 
not thought necessary to take any 
special steps to ensure that such know- 
ledge shall be possessed by them. 


ROYAL RESIDENCE FOR IRELAND. 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL : I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury if he can 
give the House any information as to the 
proposed purchase of a Royal residence 
in lreland. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Is the 
right hon. Gentleman aware of the fact 
that the Nationalists of Ireland, who con- 
stitute 75 per cent. of the population, 
have never asked to have a Royal resi- 
dence there ? 


{Neither question was answered. ] 


FISHERIES (IRELAND) BILL. 

Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.): I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury if 
he can say when he proposes to take the 
Second Reading of the Bill introduced 
dealing with the question of steam trawl- 
ing off the Irish coasts, and whether he 
will see that the Second Reading and the 
Committee stages are put down when 
adequate discussion can be taken on the 
subject. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I can give no 
pledge on this subject. 


RELIGIOUS ORDERS ABROAD. 


Mr. MACARTNEY (Antrim, 8.): I. 


beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he will cause inquiries to be 
made by His Majesty’s representatives 
in Austria, France, Italy, and Spain as 
to the conditions under which property 
is held by religious orders in those 
countries. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, Sir; in- 
quiries will be made. 


ANNOUNCEMENT OF THE KING'S 
ACCESSION — THE VATICAN AND 
TURKEY. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 

ask the First Lord of the Treasury , 

whether he will state the reason of the | 


i 
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omission to make, by means of an 
ambassador extraordinary, the formal 
communication of the accession of King 
Edward VII. to Pope Leo XIII., and on 
what grounds has a compliment con- 
ferred on the heads of other States, 
including the Sultan of Turkey, been 
withheld from the Sovereign Pontiff. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: There is no 
diplomatic representation between this 
country and the Vatican, and it has not 
been the practice to communicate oftici- 
ally to the Pope in the event of a death 
of a member of the Royal Family. as it 1s 
the custom to make the announcement 
to foreign Governments. His Majesty 
has expressed himself as profoundly 
sensible of the kindly sympathy expressed 
by the Pope towards His Majesty and 
this country in the late national bereave- 
ment; and, in addition, as I informed 
the House in March last, an official 
notification conveying a suitable acknow- 
ledgment of his sympathy has been sent 
to his Holiness. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: Was the 
letter sent before the Pope had received 


} 


a copy of the oath taken by the King ? 
[No answer was returned. | 


KINGS ACCESSION DECLARATION. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
he will state on whom the Ministerial 
responsibility rests for the advice given 
to the King to make the declaration 
against certain doctrines of the Roman 
Catholic Church made by His Majesty 
in the presence of the Lords and Commons 
on the first day of the present Session of 
Parliament : and whether he will, 
by himself accepting the responsibility 
on behalf of the Government for the 
making of that declaration, give tlie 
House of Commons an early oppor- 
tunity of discussing the matter on the 
Vote for his salary. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The question 
of responsibility hardly appears to me to 
come into the matter in any effective 
form. It would not be for the conveni- 
ence of public business that special 
opportunity should be given for the 
discussion. 
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461 Business of 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Is the right 


hon. Gentleman aware that we have been 
told that we cannot discuss this matter 
on the salary of the Attorney General, 
who gave the advice, although it amounts 
to £19,000 2? 


[No answer was returned. } 


CIBRALTAR WORKS—THE RECENT 
INQUIRY. 

Mr. MVKENNA: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether 
the enlarged scheme for the harbour 
and docks on the western side of 
Gibraltar, proposed by Her late Ma- 
jesty's Government to Parliament in 
1806, and involving an increased 
expenditure of £2,313,000, and the 
still more enlarged scheme proposed 
by Her late Majesty’s Government 
in I897, whereby the increased  ex- 
penditure was raised to £2,934,000, 
were previously to their adoption sub- 
mitted to the Cabinet Committee of 
Deience ; if so. were these schemes 
sanctioned by the Cabinet Committee 
of Detence hbetore their submissicn to 
Parliament : and does His Majesty's 
Government propose to submit to the 
Cabinet Committee of Defence any 
material alterations in these schemes 
that may be recommended by the Gib- 
raltar Commission which recently ex- 
amined the works at Gibraltar. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I cannot give 
to the hon. Gentleman or to the House 
any account of what passes in the Cabinet 
or its Committees. 


ROYA!. BUCKHOUNDS. 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL: I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury if 
he can state what decision has been 
arrived at on the question of the Royal 
Bueckhounds. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Centleman will find every information 
in the Report of the Civil List Committee. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
THe CoaL Duties: RESOLUTION. 
Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 


(Stirling Burghs): I wish to make an 


appeal to the First Lord with regard|the fact that any curtailment of the 
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to the business to-night. I wish to ask 
him not to carry out his intention, 
should he have formed one, of bringing 
the discussion on the coal duties resolution 
to a close to-night. I make the appeal 
on the ground of the importance of the 
subject, and also because many localities 
are affected, and in fairness full dis- 
cussion should be allowed. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Iam, of course, 
far from denying the importance of the 
resolution, but may I remind my right 
hon. friend of what has already taken 
place in connection with the resolution, 
and the ample opportunities afforded for 
discussion of the principle and details on 
the stages of the Budget Bill. I had 
hoped that the discussion of the Report 
of the resolution would have  con- 
cluded on Tuesday, but the manner 
in which the early sitting on Tuesday 
was employed—{[An Hon. MEMBER: 
Or wasted.}—is fresh in the recol- 
lection of the House. A whole sitting 
is before the House for the discussion, 
and I believe I am not wrong in saying 
that there is an understanding on both 
sides that before we rise the question 
should be brought to an issue. Grave 
public inconvenience would result from 
postponement, and I hope the right 
hon. Gentleman will assist the Govern- 
ment in bringing about a decision to- 
night, keeping in mind the fact that 
on the Second Reading and Committee 
stages of the Bill there will be ample 
opportunities for all opposing arguments 
on behalf of different localities. 


Sir JAMES JOICEY 


Chester-le-Street) rose— 


(Durham, 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! This 


matter cannot be discussed. 


Sir JAMES JOICEY: May I ask 
the indulgence of the House. It is a 
very important matter. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: No; the question 
has been asked and answered, and in 
such cases it is not usual to allow dis- 


‘ cussion. 


Mr. M‘KENNA: Has the Leader of 
the House taken into his consideration 
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present discussion on the coal duty 
may 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 


is a matter of argument. 


Ways and 








COMMONS (INCLOSURE OF OPEN 
FIELDS AND HEATH AND WASTES 
IN SUTTON, NORTHAMPTONSHIRE, 
AND REGULATION OF THE COMMON 
AND INCLOSURE OF OPEN FIELDS 
AT SKIPWITH, EAST RIDING OF 
YORKSHIRE). 

Report from the Select Committee, 
with Minutes of Evidence, brought up, 
and read. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 152.] 

Minutes of Evidence to be printed. 
[No. 152.] 


PRESENCE OF THE SOVEREIGN IN 
PARLIAMENT. 

Lords Message [30th April], relating 
to the time and place of meeting of the 
Joint Committee considered and agreed 
to. 

Ordered that the Committee of this 
House do meet the Lords Committee, as 
proposed by their Lordships. 

Message to the Lords to acquaint 
them therewith. 


THE IMPERIAL YEOMANRY. 
[MoTION FOR ADJOURNMENT. | 


Mr. CLAUDE LOWTHER (Cumber- 
land, Eskdale) asked leave to move the 
adjournment of the House in order to 
bring upa definite matter of urgent public 
importance—namely, the refusal of the 
Government to give any assurance that 
those members of the Imperial Yeomanry 
who had served for over twelve months 
in South Africa, and were desirous of 

’ returning home, should be permitted to 
do so before Ist September, 1901, at the 
latest. 


*Mr. SPEAKER : It appears to me to 
be a contradiction in terms to say that 
this is a matter of urgency. The hon. 
Member proposes to treat as a matter of 
urgency, as I understand it, the refusal 
of the Government to say to-day what 
orders it shall give about certain troops 
in September next. That cannot be a 
matter of urgency. 
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| Mr. CLAUDE LOWTHER: I think 
perhaps you misunderstand my meaning. 
My meaning is that the Imperial Yeo- 
manry should be told to-day, or imme- 
diately, that they will be given the option 
of returning at the very latest before 
Ist September 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The Paper handed 
to me does not raise any matter of 
urgency. There are four months during 
which the hon. Member can press that 
question if it becomes necessary. | must 
respectfully decline to put that to the 
House. 
WAYS AND MEANS [181 Apriz} 
REPORT. 
Order read, for further Consideration 
of Postponed Resolution [29th April] 


COAL. 


‘That there shall be charged on and 
after the nineteenth day of April, nine- 
teen hundred and one, the following 
customs export duty on coal :—Coal 


(including culm, coke, cinders, and 
manufactured fuel), per ton, 1s.” 
Question proposed, “‘ That this House 


doth agree with the Committee in the 
said Resolution.” 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS (Glamorgan- 
shire, Mid) : Perhaps the House will allow 
me to make a statement. Several of the 
Amendments on the paper with reference 
to the coal duty are in my name, but it 
has been considered, after consultation 
with high authorities, that it would be 
very much more convenient to discuss 
the question first on the general resolu- 
tion. Therefore, | do not propose at 
this stage to move these Amendments. 
The Amendments are to be postponed to 
a later stage. I am authorised also to 
state on behalf of the hon. Member tor 
Merthyr Tydvil that he coneurs in this 
proposal. 


*Sik WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.): The House is called 
upon to agree to a resolution which 
introduces a system of taxation which 
has recorded against it the proscription 
and condemnation of more than half 
a century. We have seen a demand 
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465 Ways and 
lately for a broader basis of taxation— 
for original taxation—[Mr. BALrour: 
Hear, hear.]|—yes, but this has no claim 
to originality. It is the decayed corpse 
of an ancient system which was found so 
bad that it was abolished fifty-five years 
ago, and no finance Minister of this 
country has ever since dared to propose 
an export duty on a great British trade. 


It may, I think, be called the revival of , 


the unfittest, where you have an export 
duty imposed upon a great British 


trade. It is said this is not a pro- 
tective duty. No, Sir, it is much 
worse than a protective duty. A pro- 


tective duty at least professes to sup- 
portand promote British trade. But an 
export duty is an aggressive duty. It 
is a duty which discourages, and which, 
whatever one may say of the ultimate 
incidence of the tax, in the first in- 
stance is a direct burden upon British 
trade. In these days one ought not 
to be surprised at anything; but I never 
was so astonished in my life as when | 
heard the Chancellor ot the Exchequer 
quote Sir Robert Peel and Mr. Glad- 
stone as persons who were in favour of a 
duty of this kind. He quoted Sir Robert 
Peel at the date of 1842. At that time 
Sir Robert Peel was the champion of the 
principles, and the leader of a party, 
which taxed everything. They taxed 
imports, they taxed exports. But Sir 
Robert Peel in 1845 was a very different 
person. The Chaneellor of the Ex- 
chequer might just as well have quoted 
the principles and the conduct of Saul 
as representing the doctrines of the 
Apostle Paul. But we must look at 
the doctrine of Sir Robert Peel after his 
conversion—or, indeed, I may say at the 
moment of his conversion. In_ his 
great Budget of 1845 the abolition of all 
export duties was a necessary corollary 
and complement to the great reductions 
he was then beginning to make upon 
import duties. and the inauguration of 
that commercial policy which then was 
a new policy, and which has led to the 
enormous extension of the trade of this 
country and the solidity of its present 
finance. In introducing that Budget 
he abolished all export duties and ex- 
pressly refused to make an exception in. 
the case of coal. That is the reat doc- 


trine of Sir Robert Peel: and it is one 
which condemns this tax and which has 
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‘condemned all taxes of that descrip- 
tion ever since that time. As to 
Mr. Gladstone’s view of this matter, 
which was also quoted by the right hon. 
Gentleman, I will say something pre- 
sently. Of course, Sir Robert Peel, 
in the new system of commercial doctrine 
which was introduced at that time, 

ras perfectly aware that the imports 
of this country are paid for by the ex- 
ports, and that anything which diminishes 
the exports of this country diminishes 
the imports also and is, therefore, in- 
jurious to the consuming classes of 
this country. The export duties were 
abolished, and, as I say, they have never 
been revived until the right hon. Gentle- 
man has reproduced them to-day. That 
is not because there was not requirement 
for additional taxation during that half 
century. You had the Crimean War, 
you had various finance Ministers who 
had to provide for that war. They 
provided for taxation two or three more 
times more than ‘you ask for, and it 
never occurred to them to put an export 
duty upon coal or upon any of the other 
trades’ of the country. Therefore, the 
authority which the right hon. Gentle- 
man has relied upon breaks down under 
him altogether. 

But in introducing, or, I should 
rather say, reintroducing this abolished 
and obsolete system of export duties, 
there is one thing which I think 
not only the interests concerned, but 
this House and the country have to 
complain of. It is the extraordinary 
recklessness with which this propesed 
tax has been propounded. This tax is, as | 
say, a violation of all accepted principles 
of finance. It has been introduced with- 
out any careful inquiry as to how it 
would affect the interests concerned. 
Look at the question of contracts. Not 
one single word in the speech of the right 
hon. Gentleman in introducing the 
Budget indicated that he had ever heard 
of the contracts or the material bearing 
of those contracts on this trade. As to 
sugar we had the most elaborate tables. 
of polarisation which showed that the 
right hon. Gentleman had made some 
inquiry and had some information with 
relerence to the character of the trade 
upon which he was putting that tax. 
But as to these contracts one would 
really believe that the right hon. Gentle- 


Means. 








467 Ways and 
man was not even aware that this coal 
trade was carried on by forward con- 
tracts at all, otherwise he never would 
have got into the extraordinary scrape 
in which he finds himself with reference 
to these contracts. He would have made 
up his mind howthey were to be dealt with. 
He would have informed the trade on the 
very first night when he spoke of this 
tax how the contracts were to be dealt 
with. But apparently after he had 
announced the tax he first became 
aware of the question of con- 
tracts ; and how were they dealt with ? 
Look at the manner in which that 
affects the trade. I am told that it 
affects something like half or more of 
the trade. ‘There were extraordinary 
documents issued by the Customs, a 
suggestion that if there were contracts 
they should be broken. That was a 
pretty suggestion to come from a British 
(;overnment to British merchants! Iam 
happy to saythat the suggestion was repu- 
diated, as it was bound to be repudiated. 
Then, in order to assist the violation. of 
these contracts there were definitions of 
the legal obligation of these contracts, 
which I am sure must have astonished 
any tyro in law : and, considering that 
we pay £30,000 a year for the highest 
possible advice, I can only say that such 
advice as has been tendered by His 
Majesty's Government to the mercantile 
community on the subject of this trade 


was not worth the money. At this 
moment, although many days have 


elapsed since the discussion of how these 
contracts are to be dealt with, the right 
hon. Gentleman is obliged to say to-night 
that he had not made up his mind as to 
how he is going to deal with the matter. 
It does not only affect the trade, it affects 
his Budget, because if he is going to 
exempt the contracts, how much money 
will he obtain? That he does not 
know. And here we are asked to affirm 
a preliminary resolution for a tax of the 
vield of which the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer does not venture to offer an 
estimate. 
whole export trade in coal, certainly in 
South Wales, and I have no doubt also in 
the north, is thrown into chaos and 
confusion. All these traders are called 


upon to bring in their contracts and to. 


exhibit their profits ; and at this time 
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on account of the manner in which this 
question has been dealt with. That is a 
most unbusinesslike way either of deal- 
ing with a great trade or of dealing with 
the finances of a great country. I say 
that this tax has been started without 
any knowledge of the conditions of the 
trade on which it is to be thrown. 

Now, that is not all. This question of 

contracts most of us would call a most 
extraordinary bungling piece of business, 
and most vexatious, but it is only a part. 
and not the main part, of the question 
that has arisen. The right hon. Gentle- 
man has based this tax on a certain 
proposition which I might call the 
postulate of the whole of his demand; 
it is this, that this tax is not going to be 
paid by the British trader, but that it 
will be paid by the foreigner. Well. 
I do not believe that there is anybody 
connected with this trade who believes 
that fora moment. | will leave to those 
far more capable than I am of dealing 
with the particular methods in which 
the trade will be affected ; they will give 
to the House and to the country details 
of the trade. I will address myself, with 
the permission of the House, to the 
bearing of the economic argument upon 
this question. The right hon. Gentle. 
man says— 
“that our coa: is of a class, taking the bulk 
of it, which the European consumer cannot do 
without ; and that that is certainly true of 
the coal in South Wales, and is largely true 
of the coal in the north of England.” 


Well, that is an extraordinary statement, 
and I believe it to be entirely unfounded. 
It will be shown to the House and to the 
country—and I venture to say that both 
the House and the country have a right 
at the earliest moment to know the facts 
of this case—that there is a competition 
of German coal from the Westphalian 
coalfields, of Belgian coal throughout 
Europe, and of American coal to the 
Mediterranean. Those are facts which 
are well known to the trade, and which 
might have been known to the righ 
hon. Gentleman if he had ever made 
an inquiry before he launched this tax. 
in which case he would never have 
made the statement to which I have 
referred. 

Then it is said, ““Oh, you will get it out 
of the foreigner ”’ ; but why do not you 


they are not able to continue their trade | get it out of the foreigner now? That 


Sir William Harcourt. 
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js a question an’ answer to which I will 
ask from the Chancellor of the Exchequer. 
He is the worthy representative of the 
most ancient and most famous com- 
mercial city of this country—Bristol ; 
has he learnt at Bristol that the mer- 
chants of Bristol are in the habit of 
asking ton less for goods in 
which deal, or one shilling 
a lb. less than they can get I 
tobacco, or any~ other 
[f that is the mercantile education he has 
received in Bristol I would invite him to 
come to South Wales and have the 
opportunity, which I have enjoyed for 
five years, of learning what commercial 
principles are in that industrial com- 
munity. His proposition amounts to 
this—it I put a tax upon you you will 


ls. a 
they 
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‘you must lose in the competition. 
Those are propositions so simple that 
[ ought almost to apologise to the 
House for stating them. Those are the 
| actual conditions, and that is the con- 
demnation of an export duty on British 
trade. 1 would ask the right hon. 
Gentleman to tell me why putting a tax 
of 1s. a ton on the export of coal enables 
the merchant to get another Is. a ton out 
of the foreigner when he did not get it 
before. That is a question to which 
I think we ought to have an answer, fo1 
it is that on which he bases his tax. | 
say that it is absurd. The merchant 
| now gets all that he can in his business, 
jand because you put another Is. on 
his back you do not enable him to get 
more ; on the contrary, you disable him 


then be able to get 1s. more out of the | the more from getting what he hadbefore, 


foreigner than you get at present. Now, 
that is irrational; I venture to say 
that is an absurd proposition. 
All merchants, and coal merchants no 
less than others, get the best price they 
can in the competitive markets of the 
world. The price depends upon what ? It 
depends upon the demand and the supply 
at each particular time, and upon the 
competition among those who have the 
command of the supply. That is the 
proposition on which price is based. The 
merchant, whoever he may be, and where- 
ever he may be, takes the best price he 
can get according to the demand in the 
market at the time, and the available 
supply at the time at the disposal of 


himself and his competitors. Let me 
illustrate it in this way. Supposing 


that Italy, or any other country, was 
to put an additional 1s. upon the import 
oi English coal while it did not put any 
addition on the coals of other countries. 
You would complain of that, you would | 
say that it was an unfriendly act, that | 
it was giving an undue preference, that 
it would be a violation of the most- 
favoured-nation clause, that it would 
give an advantage to your competitors in | 
the Italian market which they did not | 
possess before. Well, that is the very 
thing you are doing against yourself. 
You are contending now with other 
countries in the different markets of | 
the world, you hold your own at a/| 
certain price, and there is put upon you 
and additional charge which is not put | 
upon them, and the consequence is that 








|you prevent him from being in the 
same position in which he had been 
in regard to the competition of his 
rivals. These are matters, I venture 
to say, that are not to be dis- 
posed of in a night. This is a great 
trade, which employs thousands upon 
thousands of men, and the House 
of Commons will ill perform its functions 
if they endeavour for personal con- 
venience to stifle this debate. Every 
man who represents these interests has a 
right to speak in this debate and to 
defend these interests. Nothing can 
be more dangerous, in the present state 
of exasperation that exists with re- 
ference to this trade, than to endeavour 
to hustle this tax through the House of 


Commons, a course which it is im- 
possible too condemn too strongly. 


The right hon. Gentleman says, “* Oh, 
you will have future opportunities.” 
But it is necessary that the House oi 
Commons should at once, and to-day, 
understand and learn the bearing of this 
tax—aye, and I include the Govern- 
ment, for it is obvious from their con- 
duct that they have not yet understood 
what is the effect and what will be the 
consequence of the tax which they are 
proposing. Ii we are wrong, let it be 
shown that we are wrong ; but if we are 


right, then beware of what you are 


doing. I claim that there shall be no 


attempt to limit the voice of the men 
who represent this important trade 
in their discussion of this matter to- 
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night, and on as many nights as are 
necessary for that purpose. 

| wili refer just for a moment to a few 
simple facts which illustrate the character 
of the evidence which [ have no doubt 
you will receive in large quantities and 
in a more authentic manner from 
persons directly representing the trade. 
This is what the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer was told by Mr. Watson, who 
is, | believe. one of the largest exporters 
0: coal, in answer to his remark that the 
Welsh coal was not better than the 
American coal— 

“He was in Italy last October endeavouring 
to make a contract with the Government for 
the supply of coal to war ships, but the Italian 
Government bought American coal, and he lost 
the contract.” 


I confront that statement with the 
fundamental principle of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer that we are in posses- 
sion of coal which other countries cannot 
do without. The Government of Italy, 
if that statement is true, have done with- 
out it, and they have taken their coal 
from America and not from you. Do 
vou think by putting an additional 1s. 
upon this coal that you will get it out of 
the foreigner, and that he will be more 
willing to contract with you than if you 
had demanded Is. less? That is a fair 
test of the fundamental principle upon 
which this tax is founded. But it is not 
only in European markets that you are 
confronted with this state of things ; it 
is in Eastern markets, too. Mr. Shaw 
said that his own company used to send 
250,000 tons to Bombay, and that he has 
lost this trade by foreign competition. 
In Singapore there was only Japanese 
coal used ; and in the Mediterranean and 
the Baltic I understand the universal 
opinion is that much less than Is. would 
give your competitors the market. Mr. 
Watson gives the prices of loading the 
coal and the freight from two places, and 
he says that the difference between coal 
shipped from Philadelphia to Marseilles 
and to Algiers and Malta and his own 
coal shipped at the same places is only 
3d. If that is true, what will be the 
effect of putting Is. on British coal ? 


How are you to get that 1s. out of the: 


foreigner ? 
These things are so elementary that I 


am almost ashamed of stating them in the , 
'this scare did not upset his economical 


House of Commons, because these are the 
Sir William Harcourt. 
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A B Cot trade, without a familiarity with 
which no man is fit to be a Member of 
this House. It is the most amazing thing 
that I have ever heard in my life. ‘this 
sort of slapdash finance, imposing a duty 
upon such a trade as the coal trade of 
England—the trade which, after all, is 
the foundation of all our greatness—is a 
thing which I think is highly characteris- 
tic of what [ would venture to call, with- 
out any meaning of offence, the slipshod 
method of conducting Government busi- 
ness. It is not the first time since the great 
reform of Sir Robert Peel in 1845 that 
this question of the coal trade has come up 
for consideration. I remember very 
well some thirty years ago or more that 
there was a great coal scare. There was 
a very ingenious gentleman, Mr. Jevons, 
who had persuaded himself and who per- 
suaded other people that we were within 
measurable distance of the exhaustion 
of coalin this country. We always have 
a certain public taste for great catas- 
trophes. We have from time to time 
days fixed at which the world is to come 
to an end. If the author of the 
scare is a theologian he finds his pro- 
phecies in the Book of Daniel; if he isa 
philosopher he calculates that some 
erratic comet, having left its orbit, is 
going to consume the world, which will 
perhaps have no coal left to aid in the 
conflagration. People get over these 
scares, and the world has not often come 
to an end even in my lifetime. People 
think no more about them, and they do 
not make the foundation of the Budget. 
They believe that both the world and the 
coal will last to the Ist of April. But at 
the time this Jevons scare was very 
popular. It had even affected the imagi- 
nation of a great sensational political 
economist, Mr. John Stuart Mill. 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY 
Burghs) : Was he sensational ? 


(Montrose 


*Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: I used 
a wrong phrase. I meant to say senti- 
mental. I do not wish to argue with 
my right hon. friend, but J should 


say that Mr. Mill had an amount 
of sentiment which is not common 
in political economists. But we will 


discuss that matter elsewhere. At any 
rate, I can assure myright hon. friend that 
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conclusions upon the subject I am just 
ging to mention. Mr. Mill thought 
that this was a very terrible thing and 


that we ought to make provision against , 


it to guard our posterity, I yield to no 
one in veneration for the memory of Mr. 
Mill, nor in my testimony to his elo- 
quence, because if anyone desires to read 


an eloquent speech upon the duty of this , 


House to those who come after us 
it will find nothing more splendid 
than the speech of Mr. Mill in the 
discussion on the Budget of 1866 in 
answer to the vulgar question, “ What 
have we got to do with posterity ? Pos- 
terity has done nothing for us” ; and I 
recommend hon. Gentlemen who wish to 
see magnificent eloquence to read that 
speech. But what was the conclusion 
Mr. Mill drew? Did he say that 
you were to put an export duty on 
coal, to interfere with the trade in coal ? 
Not at all. He disavowed and condemned 
it, and what he recommended was that 
if it was a wasting asset you should do 
your duty to posterity by diminishing 
the mortgage, by reducing the burden 
on the National Debt. Those were the 
conclusions of a real economist. Mr. 
Gladstone in the same debate—for it was 
on his Budget in 1866, and he also had 
been impressed by Mr. Jevons’s writings, 
and was not at all averse from making 
use of them for a purpose he thought to 
the public advantage—said : 

“T disbelieve and disapprove certainly of all 
attempts to limit by law the consumption of 
coal. In vain would it be to think of diminish- 
ing that consumption by the imposition of a 
tax, and it would be more vain still to think 
of prohibiting its exportation.” 

Tue CHANCELLOR or tHE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, 
Bristol, W.): I do not propose to do it. 


*Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: No, 
no. You do not propose to doit. I only 
do the right hon. Gentleman justice when 
| say the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
is not one of the believers in the exhaus- 
tion of coal ; he is much too hard-headed 
to entertain such an idea; but to say 
that Mr. Gladstone was in favour of an 
export duty on coal, either in the form 
of prohibition or to the extent of 1s., is 
absolutely contrary to the fact, because 
everything he said was in condemnation 
of an export duty on coal. What was 
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his text ? It was the same as that of 
Mr. Mill; and he appealed to the House 
to make provision for the future by 
establishing a regular system for the 
liquidation of the National Debt. You 
who quote Mr. Gladstone as an authority 
that you should put an export duty on 
coal, which he condemned, have not only 
not made provision for the paying off 
of the mortgage on posterity by the 
liquidation of the National Debt, but in 
eighteen months vou have increased the 
National Debt by £127,000,000. Any- 
thing more condemnatory of the pro- 
ceedings and the policy you have pur- 
sued than that declaration of Mr. Glad- 
stone's it is impossible to conceive. | 
do not believe that we are within 
measurable distance of exhausting the 
assets of this country. The right hon. 
Gentleman does not believe it either ; 
he said so; but are you diminishing the 
mortgage on posterity ? You have in- 
creased within eighteen months by one- 
fifth the burden of the National Debt of 
this country; and I would strongly 
urge the right hon. Gentleman to bear in 
mind that teaching of Mr. Gladstone. 
and not the opinions of Mr. Gladstone 
when he was a member of the Protec- 
tionist party in 1842. 

Then this matter came under 
consideration again in 1873. Hon. 
Gentlemen in the House may recol- 
lect the coal famine, as it was called 
at the time. I remember giving in 
London nearly £3 a ton for coal at that 
time. I believe it was caused like the 
recent rise in the price of coal by the 
extraordinary activity of demand in the 
iron trade. A very small extra demand 
in a particular commodity will raise 
much more every mercantile article by 
which it is brought into existence; a 
comparatively slight increase in the 
demand for iron will greatly raise the 
price of coal. That was so in 1873, and 
a Committee was appointed to consider 
what should be done with reference to 


Means. 


the belief that it was approaching 
exhaustion. That Committee very 
wisely decided--it had on it some 


sensible men like the late Mr. W. H. 
Smith—that it would be much better 
to do nothing. What happened? In 
a year or two the price of coal fell 
lower than it had ever been before. The 
opinion of that Committee is worthy of 
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consideration. In considering the ques- 
tion of the export of coal, they said that 
all export duties were bad, but a duty on 
coal was exceptionally bad on account 
of the injurious effect it had on freights 
and the shipping of the country. That 
is it most material part of this question, 
and the House will not understand, the 
country will not understand, the bearing 
of this question until you have heard 
irom the shipping interest the manne) 
in which freights are affected. How are 
ireights affected by this! Ii there is a 
brisk export trade in coal to a particular 
place you are able to get freights from 
that place at a lower rate, and you 
obtain your imports cheaper than if 
you had not that export trade. It is a 
great advantage to the country to have 
commodities carried at cheap freights. 
Phe shipowner can afford to take a lower 
ireight if he has a brisk export in coal in 
his vessels. Take, for instance, the coal 
that goes out to Spain. The 
that carry coal to Spain come back with 
iron ore, a commodity absolutely essential 
to the iron trade of this country. - li 
that ceases you will injure greatly the 
iron manufacturers of this country. It 
is a remarkable thing that in the Report 
of 1873 they said that if you want to 
save the store of coal in this country you 
should not have an export duty upon 
eoal, but should put it on pig iron, which 
represents two or three tons of coal, 
repudiating, of course, any such proposal, 
but showing the absurdity that exists 
in some minds as to the methods of pre- 
the coal reserves of the 
That is not what the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer says. He con- 
tends that you will export as much 
coal as ever, but that you will make the 
foreigner pay for it. Well, you will not 
export as much coal as ever and you 
will not make the foreigner pay for it. 
Mr. Wallace, shipowner at Cardiff, speak- 
ing of freights says he used to take 
700,000 tons to the West Indies ; he now 
takes 50,000 tons, and the balance comes 
from America, and he fears that the 
trade to Brazil and Argentina will follow 
the same course. You know the im- 
portance of the trade to Argentina and 
Brazil, and are you going to put 1s.— 
[ would even say are you going to put 
British trade 


vessels 


serving 
country. 


1d. ’—of burden against 
Sir William Harcourt 
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which is now in such keen competition 
there with that of America ? 

There is one other argument which has 
been accepted by people whose intelligence 
should have prevented them from being 
influenced by it. That is what is called 
the fluctuation arguinent. They say 
* Oh, well, but coal has varied in price 
much more than Is., you have had it 
much higher and much lower ; and there- 
fore a tax within the limits of fluctuation 
is a matter of indifference.” But on 
what do those fluctuations depend! 
Again | beg pardon for making mere 
elementary statements, but the fluctua- 
tions depend on the variation of supply 
and demand at the time, for if there is a 
great demand, and the supply remains 
the same, the prices go up: if there is 
a less demand and a correspondingly large 
supply the prices go down. But this Is, 
which you are putting on does not depend 
on supply and demand. It is a burden 
outside altogether what Adam Smith 
called the “ higgling”’ of the market. 
It is a dead weight attached to one 
particular competitor: supply and de- 
mand affect all markets alike, but if you 
put a shilling upon one trader it is a dead 
weight which tells against him, and gives 
the foreigner competitor the advantage 
and damnifies the trade of your own 
country. Apply this fluctuation argu- 
ment to any other commodity. Suppose 
the price of corn varied 10s., as it used to 
do, sometimes between the higher and 
lower leyel. Do you mean to say that 
within that limit if you put a duty of 5s. 
on corn it would make no difference 
because the limits of fluctuation in that 
commodity were 10s.? The mere state- 
ment of the proposition shows the 
absurdity of it. This shilling is a dead 
weight entirely outside the fluctuations 
of the market, and seriously injures the 
country upon whom it is imposed. It 
will be shown, I believe it has been shown 
to the Chancellor of the Exchequer. that 
the trade to France to coal is equally 
divided between ourselves on the one 
hand and Germany and Belgium on the 
other. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH : We are beat- 


ing Germany and Belgium. 


*Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: Then go 


You are just beating 
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them. 
you are winning bya nose. The figures 
show that it isa neck-and-neck race, and 
you are going to throw into the scale this 
js. when you are racing your competitors 
and just beating them in order to give 
them the market. Are you going, in a 
trade so evenly balanced as that, to throw 
into the seale this 1s. against the trade of 
your own country ! Is this a moment 
to put an extra Is. on! You talk of the 
high price of coal. You know it is falling 
now, and you know, if you know any- 
thing at all, that it is likely to fall 
still more, and you choose this moment 
to put an extra burden on this trade, 
in which the competition is growing 
sharper and sharper every day. I must 
say this fluctuation argument is the most 
ignorant argument ever yet put for- 
ward, and [ am surprised that any man 
of ordinary intelligence should allow 
himself to be deceived by it. But the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, as I say, 
has rested his argument very much on 
the high price of coal. He says to the 
coal trade—‘* You are getting a high 
price for your coal and you can very well 
afford to pay.” That is a very bad 
argument to apply to a falling trade. 
The other day when opening the Budget 
the right hon. Gentleman refused to 
put an additional tax on beer because, 
he said, the consumption had been less 
lately. and he would not put a tax on a 
falling trade. But if the price of coal 
is falling you are putting a tax on a 
falling trade. And how will this affect 
the coal trade at home ? The right hon. 
Gentleman already knows how the 
contracts will affect the trade. Already 
my information is that there are mines 
in South Wales beginning to be closed 
and men thrown out of employment. 
What do you think, if that goes on, 
will be your responsibility if a large 
portion of the miners of this country 
are thrown out of employment in conse- 
quence of the closing of the mines? In 
this condition of things I venture con- 
fidently to affirm that this tax will not 
fall on the foreign consumer, but on the 
home producer. It is upon the miner 
who gets the coal that the burden of this 
ls. will fall. I believe that to be an 
incontrovertible fact. Where competi- 
tion is close and profits are small, the 
only thing upon which reduction can be 
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made is wages. Rent charges are fixed and 
cannot be altered. These are the mining 
royalties—unless the coalowners take the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer’s advice and 
break their contracts. I am not alto- 
gether sorry that this discussion will 
bring into prominence the question of 
the mining royalties. I believe that this 
is a far more legitimate source of taxation 
than the present proposal, but mining 
royalties for the present are sacred. Then, 
there are other charges. machinery and so 
on, which are fixed and cannot be 
reduced. If, then, profits fall. the 
coalowner has only two courses open 
to him—he may either shut his mine 


or lower his wages. If he shuts 
the mine, what happens? Why, the 


men who were employed in it will go to 
seek employment in other mines which 
are still open, and the result will be super- 
fluity of labour and a lowering of wages 
all round. Do you suppose the miners of 
England do not know this? If you 
imagine that, you know nothingof them at 
all. ‘They are intelligent men and under- 
stand their business a great deal better 
than it is understood by His Majesty's 
Government. 

I apologise to the House for occupy- 
ing so much time, but I should like. 
in conclusion, to sum up the propo- 
sitions which, I think, are deserving of 
consideration. First of all, the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer says that the 
foreigner will pay. I say, upon all eco- 
nomic principles, that the proposition, in 
the case of this trade, cannot be main- 
tained. Secondly, it is alleged by some 
persons that if less coal is exported we 
shall get it cheaper at home, but that is 
based on the assumption that vou have 
reduced the export, which is incon- 
sistent with the doctrine of the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, because the 
right hon. Gentleman says you will 
export as much as ever. You will not 
get it cheaper, because the allegation 
assumes that the output will remain the 
same. The output will not remain the 
same, and, therefore, the assumption 
that cheaper coal will be got if it does not 
go abroad is entirely unfounded. Then 
there are people who fear an exhaustion 
of the coal supply. That is inconsistent 
with both the previous propositions, 
because the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
says the process of exhaustion will go on 
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just the same under the tax, because just 
as much coal will be exported. It has 
been shown by Mr. Mill and by Mr. 
Gladstone that this is not the remedy | 
for the exhaustion of coal—that if the 
wasting of an asset takes place, what you 
ought to do is to diminish the mortgage 
upon the nation. There are other 
people who are amiable enough to say 
that by this duty we are depriving the 
foreigner of the supply of an article which 
is useful to him in his trade and manufac- 
tures. That is not a very neighbourly 
spirit, but there are people who entertain 
that idea to spite the customers with 
whom you desire to trade. Commerce 
denends on an interchange with friends, 
and not a campaign of enmity against 
foes. But why confine yourselves to 
coal? Prohibit the exportation of agri- 
cultural implements for fear the foreigner | 
would improve his agriculture. Prohibit | 
the exportation of machines for various | 
‘trades, such as the spinning trade ; and | 
after a general prohibition of the exporta- 
tion of articles which you think might be 
useful to other countries, then consider 


Ways and 


what would become of British trade 
altogether. These are generally the pro- 


positions put forward by the various | 
people in support of this particular tax, 

But the Chancellor of the Exchequer | 
says, I do it for revenue. I must make 
money somehow; it does not signify 
how I make it.” That is a very ancient 
maxim, and it does not seem to have 
become obsolete. I am going to help 
the right hon. Gentleman to make his 
money honestly. [am going to point out 
to him how he can get a sum of money 
much more considerable than he will | 


obtain from this tax after he has 
settled with the contractors. He 
is going to renew an _ expenditure 
which he might save. During the 


great battle which we fought upon the 
Agricultural Rating Act we were told 
the Government would appoint a Com- 
mission to inquire into the whole ques- 
tion ; and they gave a pledge, expressed 
or implied, that they would not renew 
the aid to agricultural rates until they 
had settled the grave injustice of not 
extending the boon to dwellers in towns. 
We are now told that the Government 
without having considered the question 
as to what ought to be given to the 
towns, are going to renew this boon, 


Sir William Harcourt. 


|For a 
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this dole, of a million and a half, or 
more, this year. [Ministerial cries of 
“ Hear, hear’ and “ Justly.”"]) Oh, no 
doubt you are very glad to get your 


£1,500,000 ; and you are very happy 


to put £2,000,000 upon the coal trade 
and the coalminers of England. [Mini- 
sterial cries of “On the foreigner.”] 
I say that in the situation jn 
which you stand this is the most 
unjustifiable example of class finance 
that ever was proposed by a respon. 


sible Government; and that yon 
are putting this unjust and most 


unequal burden upon the coal trade of 
the country in order that you may 
make this dole of £1,500,000 to a 
favoured interest. I say that is a most 
dangerous policy, an unwise _ policy 
and a most unjust policy. In every 
sense of the word this is reactionary 
finance. It violates all the principles 
of taxation and commerce which the 
last half-century has built up. It is 
founded upon a temporary rise in prices 
—a rise which has already passed— 
and it is imposed upon a falling trade. 
It aims at raising revenue by sacrificing 


itrade—a thing which the Chancellor 


of the Exchequer disclaims upon his 
part. Already these unconsidered trifles 
of contracts have destroyed half the 
revenue you expected from this tax. 
comparatively trifling gain 
to the revenue you have disorganised 
and dislocated one of the greatest trades 
of this country. Indeed, you have 
paralysed that trade. This tax will 
not cheapen coal at home, as you pretend. 
It will lessen the output. It will shut 
up mines in the country. which are just 
upon the verge ot closing, and can barely 
‘hold their own. Its ultimate burden will 
fall upon the mining population of this 
country—men whose occupation is the 
hardest, the most painful, and perilous 
pursued by our industrial classes, whose 
remuneration, in proportion to the risk 
they run, is the lowest in the scale of 
labour. There is no class more entitled 
to the sympathy of this House and of 
every man in this country than those 
who in this trade, which is so vital to 
the prosperity of this nation, lead dark 
and dismal lives. Besides other burdens 
which this unhappy and ill-omened war 


has brought upon us all these men are 
‘to bear this extra tax which you have 
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inflicted upon them—this special and 
exceptional tax, a tax condemned alike 
by economical theory and practical ex- 
perience—and, at the same time, you 
are bestowing a special dole upon a par- 
ticular and a favoured class. 

In my opinion, this is a most 
perilous example of class legislation and 
of class favouritism. I venture to hope 
that the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
and the Government at large will recon- 
der their position in the light of the 
ful information which they ought to 
receive in the debates of this House, 
because it is clear that this case ought 
to be heard, and if in your impa- 
tience you choose to stifle this debate you 
remove the arena of this conflict else- 
where. Against that course I venture 
to litt a warning voice. But I cannot 
but hope, if the House of Commons 
does its duty, if it patiently and fully 
investigates this great issue upon what 
is a vital trade, that the Government, 
yithout any dishonour to themselves, 
may reconsider their position. I will 
offer them an example which they need 
not be ashamed to follow. Mr. Pitt 
after the great triumph in the dissolution 
which first placed him in possession 
of a majority far greater than even 
that you now enjoy. in his first Budget, 
in which he proposed many taxes and 
remitted some, there was a coal tax 
—it was a tax upon coal at the pit and 
upon coal at exportation—but in pre- 
sence of the resistance of the coal trade, 
and of the conviction that it was injurious 
to the country, Mr. Pitt, then in the 
plenitude of his power, withdrew the 
tax, and that coal tax was the only 
tax which, in the whole of his career, he 
failed to carry. The Chancellor of 
the Exchequer need not be ashamed 
to imitate the wisdom and prudence 
of his predecessor, Mr. Pitt. I hope 
there is still time for the Government 
to reconsider this tax. But if, after 
ill, that be not so, I have only to say, 
in conclusion, that the two other taxes 
which have been brought forward, and 
which seem to be necessary, in the 
disastrous financial condition to which 
you have reduced the country—— 





[Ministerial cries of ‘‘ No, no,” and 
Opposition cheers.] Is it not a disas- 
trous condition when you have wasted 
all the savings of half a century and 
added to your debt—I was about to 
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say that under the pressure of that 
necessity I, for my part, have given 
a reluctant but necessary support to 
the demands of the Government with 
regard to the other taxes they have 
proposed. But this is a tax so unsound 
in its principle, so unjust in its incidence, 
so mischievous in its ultimate conse- 
quence to the trade of this country, 
that we feel bound by every considera- 
tion of equity and prudence to offer 
it at every stage and by every legitimate 
means a continued and determined 
resistance. 


Sin M. HICKS BEACH: The right 


Means. 


hon. Gentleman —in_ his capacity 
as Member for West Monmouth- 
shire—has dealt with the proposal 


now before the House in a manner 
which I think his constituents will 
describe, in a phrase well known to them, 
as “ very faithful.” But I have to regret 
that the right hon. Gentleman has made 
two charges against us which are, I 
think, alike unfair and inaccurate. Is it 
true that we have attempted to hustle 
this proposal through the House of 
Commons ? 


Smrk WILLIAM HARCOURT: I did 
not mean that, because I know the right 
hon. Gentleman at my instance post- 
poned it. I was referring to the request 
for an extension of the time for the 
present debate. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: Whose 
fault was it that this discussion did not 
begin on Tuesday ? [Cries of ‘“ Name ” 
and ‘‘ Hay.’] I have no desire to cut 
short the discussion on this or any 
other stage of the Budget, but I do not 
think it is fair that on such a stage as the 
Report of a resolution on which, in my 
recollection, even in that bitterly opposed 
Finance Act of 1894, there never was any 
prolonged debate—— 


Sirk WILLIAM HARCOURT: There 


never was any closure. 


*Sm M. HICKS BEACH: I do not 
think it is fair that we should be ex- 
pected to provide the time for lengthened 
discussion before the Finance Bill can be 
submitted to the House which the right 
hon. Gentleman appears to desire. But 
another statement of the right hon. 


8 
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Gentleman seems to me even more 
unfair. He suggested, and he dwelt 
with emphasis on the suggestion, that this 
tax was proposed in order to continue 
the Agricultural Rates Act. If that was | 
the object of the proposal, if it were | 
true, as the right hon. Gentleman believes, | 

| 

| 





that this tax will fall on the coalowners 
in the first place and not upon the 
foreigner at all, | would say even then 
that the coalowner could afford to pay 
better than the farmer. This tax is| 
a part, and an important part, of the} 
Budget of the year. It is proposed, as_ 
the right hon. Gentleman knows very 
well, not to provide for the renewal of 
the Agricultural Rates Act, but to 
provide for the general expenditure of | 
the country; and, as a proposal for 
that purpose it ought to be regarded, 
if it is possible for hon. Members opposite 
to consider these matters apart from the 
mere question of party politics. The right 
hon. Gentleman has favoured us with a 
lecture on high economical principles 
and the -evils of export duties. He 
almost suggested that an export duty 
on coal should be considered on the same 
footing as an export duty on corn, or 
cotton, or timber, or anything of that 
kind. He did not argue the matter, | 
but I think anyone who fairly con- 
siders the question must agree with 
me that coal is an_ article of 
such a unique character that it was 
impossible to consider it on the same 
basis as those other articles I have 
mentioned. The right hon. Gentleman 
referred to my quotation of statements 
of Sir Robert Peel and Mr. Gladstone in 
support of this export duty, but he did | 
not at all succeed in shaking the opinion 
I quoted from Sir Robert Peel in its 
favour, because | have already stated to 
the House that, when Sir Robert Peel | 
repealed it, he did so because he con- 
sidered its repeal as a part of a general 
policy of repealing export duties, and | 
not on account of his objection to this | 
particular tax. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT : I object 
to export duties altogether. 


*Smr M. HICKS BEACH: Yes, but I 
am speaking of an even greater authority 
than the right hon. Gentleman. 

Sirk WILLIAM HARCOURT: But 
he did repeal them. 
Sir M. Hicks Beach. 





*Sir M. HICKS BEACH : Yes, but not 
for reasons which at all qualified his 
support of this particular tax in former 
years. But when the right hon. Gentle- 
man went on to quote Mr. Gladstone, he 
could not quote a passage which in any 
way negatived the arguments which that 
statesman adduced in support of the tax 
in 1842. What Mr. Gladstone said wag 
this—that he thought it vain to prohibit 
the export of coal—so do I—and that he 
thought it vain to impose a tax with a 
view to diminishing the export of coal. 
This tax is not proposed with that inten- 
tion. That is all the right hon. Gentle- 
man could quote from Mr. Gladstone in 
his later years, though on most 
subjects I am afraid he might find 
opinions in Mr. Gladstone’s speeches 
absolutely contradictory of one another, 
which is, of course, the case with 
any man who has gone through a long 
political career ; and for my part, | should 


'prefer the earlier declarations of Mr. 


Gladstone to those of his later years. 
The right hon. Gentleman objected to 
this proposed duty as an obstruction to 
trade. Of course it is an obstruction to 
trade, and unless you can get rid of all 
taxes whatever, which is absurd, you 
must in some measure obstruct 


‘trade by your taxation. But when 


the right hon. Gentleman rests _ his 
argument upon the views of the Com- 
mittee of 1873, 1 venture to take issue 
with him altogether. The opinions of 
that Committee were of a kind to which 
I, though I am a free trader, am bound 
to say I cannot assent. What was their 
argument in regard to an export duty 
on coal? Not only that it might 


|affect the shipping interests of this 


country, but, far beyond that, that it 
would injure us generally, because the 
export of our coal to foreign countries 


‘enabled foreign manufacturers and 


foreign workmen to manufacture goods 
at a cheaper rate, and foreign railways 
by the use of that coal to transport 
those goods at cheaper rates to Conti- 
nental ports, and so to supply the 
consumer here with foreign goods more 
cheaply than would have been the 
case if they had not had the use of 
that coal. That was the main argu- 
ment of that Committee. I do not know 
what the strict doctrines of free trade 
may require, but I cannot assent to the 
proposition that we should grant to 
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foreign countries in the competition of 
foreign producers with our own, our own 
natural advantages in addition to the 
natural advantages those foreign coun- 
tries enjoy. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: 
was Mr. W. H. Smith’s opinion. 


*Sm M. HICKS BEACH: I think my 
memory serves me when I say that Mr. 
W. H. Smith voted against that par- 
ticular clause in the Report. Then, Sir, 
the right hon. Gentleman objected to 
this duty as a partial tax on a particular 
industry. Are there no partial taxes in 
our tariff ? Every licence duty is a partial 
tax. Many of our stamp duties are 
partial taxes. Our indirect taxes in 
their primary incidence are partial 
taxes, and I am _ surprised at the 
objection to this as a partial tax 
coming from the right hon. Gentleman, 
who in the same breath suggests what 
has been advocated by others, that a tax 
on mineral royalties should be substituted 
for this export tax on coal. Then, Sir, 
the right hon. Gentleman argued that 
this duty was in effect a bounty to the 
foreign producer of coal in his competition 
with our producers of coal in foreign 
countries. That argument comes a little 
late in the day. For years past Parlia- 
ment has enacted a code of legislation for 
mines and for shipping—a necessary 
code, but a code which imposes 
special obligations, and costly obligations, 
upon the management of mines and of 
ships owned by British subjects. and 
which, pro tanto of course, acts as a 
bounty to the foreigner against the 
produce of our own mines and the work 
of our own shipping industry. And 
more than that, what have we seen 
lately supported by the right hon. Gentle- 
man? We have seen a direct bounty to | 
the foreign producer of coal proposed in | 
this House in the shape of a Bill limiting 
the hours of work in mines to eight in | 
the day ; and from time to time we con-| 
stantly see proposals for a restriction of 
the output of coal in this country, pro- 
posals to limit the number of days i in the | 
week on which miners should work, and | 
matters of that kind, all of which would | 
have the effect of making the production 
of coal in this country more costly than 
it is in foreign countries. Yet the very | 








persons who advocate these proposals, | 
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, and go on to advocate the nationalisation 
| of minerals in this country for the benefit 
| of the people, bitterly oppose a proposal 
-which takes but a small toll of our 
mineral wealth in the interests of the 
| country at large, a proposal which, in my 
belief, will be as nothing in handicapping 
the coal industry of this country in its 
competition with foreigners when com- 
pared with the matters to which I have 
referred. 

But, Sir, 1 will leave these arguments, 
which, after all, are of a more theoretical 
than practical character, and I will 
turn to what is the real question at 
issue as I apprehend it, and that is, Can 
the export trade in coal, which, to my 
great surprise, the right hon. Gentleman 
characterised as the foundation of all 
our greatness—can the export trade in 
coal bear this one shilling in the ton 
tax? The right hon. Gentleman, speak- 
ing with all his Welsh interest—— 


-Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: 
knowledge. 


And 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: And know- 
ledge—the right hon. Gentleman gave 
us a not very flattering description of 
the Welsh producer of coal. He repre- 
sented him as one who screwed the utter- 
most penny out of his foreign customer, 
and, on the other hand, imposed every 
possible burden on the person whom he 
employed. That was the description 
the right hon. Gentleman gave us. He 
is so sharp a man of business already 
that he cannot get anything more out of 
the foreigner, and he will not bear a 
penny of this tax himself, because he 
will put it all on the miner. The right 
hon. Gentleman suggests that his W elsh 
friend is really a person qualified to be 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. I think 
it was an imaginative description, and 
I do not believe either of those propo- 
sitions. I do think the foreigner will 
bear a very considerable portion of the 
tax, though I entirely admit that 
how much he may bear depends on 


‘the state of the market at the time. 


But of one thing I am quite sure—that 
there is absolutely no necessity for the 
coal producer to pass a penny of it on 
tothe miner. This is the real question— 
Will the coal owner, after the imposition 
| of this tax, be able to obtain such a price 
from the foreigner that the export trade 
S 2 
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can continue ? 


Ways and 


Now, I gave some reasons 


in my Budget speech for an affirmative | 
I did not base | 


reply to that question. 
this tax upon the high prices of last year, 
as the right hon. Gentleman suggested, 
but what I argued was Everybody 
admits that the price of our coal at the 





port of shipment for export to Europe | 
and the Mediterranean during 1900 | 


was enormously high. Everybody ad- 


mits that freights to Europe from our | 


ports were also enormously high. Very 
well. In spite of those prices, our export 
trade to Europe increased by about 
seven per cent. in 1900, as compared 
with the previous year. 
mean ? 
of the many deputations which have done 
me the honour of waiting upon me 


that it only means that the demand | 


for coal, owing to the activity of trade 
in Europe, was in 1900 far greater than 
the supply. I do not think that is a 
sufficient reason at all. Take, in the first 
place, the price of coal at the port of 
export. The price of our coal at the port 
of export during that year rose much 
more in proportion than the price of 
United States coal rose at the port of 
export. There is no doubt about that. 


[ do not know that the price of United | 
States coal at the port of export rose | 


at all. And yet, in spite of that, our 
export of coal to Europe in 1900 was 
38.000,000 of tons—three and a half 
millions of tons more than in the pre- 


vious year—as compared with the United | 


States export of a little over 600,000 
tons. Therefore it is perfectly clear 
that, although the price of our coal 
at the port of export rose very high 


indeed, and the price of the United States | 


coal at the port of export did not rise, 
the United States coal was unable to 
compete with us in Europe during that | 
year. 


An Hon. MEMBER : 


*Smr M. HICKS BEACH: The hon. | 
Member says it had not time; but let | 
him remember that our prices have 
fallen since. If it could not compete | 
when the prices of our coal were very 
high, it is absolutely impossible for it | 
to compete when the prices of our coal | 
are low, because the difference is a 
difference in railway and sea freight. | 
That is what prevents the competition | 


It had not time. 


{COMMONS} 


What does that | 
I have heard it argued by some | 
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jany serious extent in the markets of 
|Europe. Then I come to the questiou 
of the competition of European coal in 
the markets of Europe with our own 
coal. There the question of sea freight 
|arises, and, as I have said, our gea 
|freights last year were enormously high. 
There was no question of additional 
freight from Germany to France, or 
from Belgium to France, or from Ger- 
many to Italy, yet our exports to those 
countries largely increased, more in pro- 
portion than German exports did, in spite 
of the high sea freight. So there must 
be something in this matter, apart from 
the question of the demand being in 
excess of the supply, which gives us a 
market for our coal on the Continent 
of Europe better than any other nation 


enjoys. What is it that makes that 
difference ? I will venture to put before 
the House two reasons which make 


that difference. In the first place, it is 
a question of quality. I will not dwell 
on anthracite coal, the export of which 
is comparatively small. Practically, 
Europe cannot get anthracite coal 
except from this country. I will go on 
to what is ordinarily known as Welsh 
‘steam coal. A gentleman who was 
present on one of the deputations which 
came to me described Welsh steam coal 
as pre-eminently possessing these qualities 
—I am speaking of Welsh steam coal 
of good quality, of course: it smokes 
less, it evaporates more water than any 
other coal, and it travels well, and, there- 
fore, it is far more valuable than United 
States coal of the same kind, which is 
very friable in its nature. The right 
'hon. Gentleman has ridiculed the idea 
of this class of coal having any monopoly 
in Europe. I think, with all deference 
to his superior knowledge as a Welsh 
‘representative, that he is absolutely 
wrong, and I base that opinion upon 
an observation that was made to me by 
a representative of the miners in South 
Ww ales, who admitted that in the case of 
‘the best South Wales coal the owners 
might recoup themselves for the extra 
tax. 


| 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT : 


‘little part. 
| 


| *Sir M. HICKS BEACH: Then I have 


got this admission, that for some, at any 


A very 


of the United States coal with us to rate, of this tax the foreigner will pay. 


Sir M. Hicks Beach. 
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sik WILLIAM HARCOURT: No. 


I say that you get out of the foreigner | 


as much as you can now. Putting a 
tax on does not enable you to get more. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I will leave 
the right hon. Gentleman to fight it 
out with the delegate of the miners in 
South Wales. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT : I would 


rather fight it out with you. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH : Now I come 
to the north-country coal. Well, the 
north-country gas coal is also of a very 
superior quality. There is no doubt 
about that. I do not say that it is as 
free from competition as the South 
Wales coal. But I must point out 
to the House that if it were not of ex- 
eeptionally good quality for the pur- 
poses to which it is devoted the foreign 
countries to which it goes would surely 
supply themselves for those purposes-- 
and it goes to many foreign countries 
which produce coal—instead of import- 
ing our coal for them. But there is 
another special advantage which our 
exporters of coal enjoy. That is, cheaper 
freight. Our coalfields are much nearer 
to the coast and the shipping ports than 
the coalfields of any country in Europe, 
and thus it is that we can practically 
command the markets of countries like 
Scandinavia, or Italy, or Spain, which 
have practically no coal of their own. 
The land carriage from the coalfields of 
Belgium, or of Germany, to those 
countries is practically prohibitive of 
competition with us. Even with regard 
to France, which produces coal of its 
own, and in which, as the right hon. 
Gentleman said, Belgian and German 
coal competes with our own even there, 
at many points, such as Bordeaux, 
our cheap sea carriage enables us to com- 
pete successfully, and will enable us to 
compete successfully, with even the coal 
produced in the country itself. I have 
proof of this. 
gress of our trade with regard to those 
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exports to Sweden and Norway in 1891 


Ay 1901} Means. 


were 2,430,000 tons; last year they 
| were 4,435,000 tons. Our exports to 
‘Russia in 1891 were 1,443,000 tons ; 
last year they were 3,217,000 tons. Our 
exports to France in 1891 were 
4,368,000 tons, while last year they were 
8,446,000 tons. Our proportion of the 
total amount of coal consumed in 
| France has been increasing, while the 
/exports of Belgium and Germany to 
|France, in proportion to the total 
amount of coal consumed in_ the 
‘country, have been absolutely diminish- 
ing. Therefore I think I have shown 
that we have a pretty safe market, as 
compared with any competitors on the 
Continent of Europe, for our coal. 
Now I come to what I believe is the real 
‘crux of this question in the minds of the 
coal exporters—namely, the position of 
Germany. We hear a great deal—the 
right hon. Gentleman alluded to it—of 
‘the produce of the Westphalian coal- 
fields. There seems to be a kind of panic 
that the Westphalian coalfields, whose 
export is as nothing compared to the 
produce of our own exporting coalfields, 
will drive us out of the market, not only 
}in Germany, but in the countries which 
are to some extent already supplied from 
Germany. Well, it is a remarkable fact 
that, though Germany is an exporting 
country in the matter of coal, last year 
we sent to Germany six millions of tons 
of coal, as against four millions in the 
year 1891. Surely that points to this, 
that the Germans want our coal, or some 
kinds of our coal, for some purpose to 
| which their own is not applicable, or that 
‘our coal is cheaper in comparison to its 
value than their own. Though you may 
‘hear a good deal from coal exporters in 
‘this country about their difficulty in 
' obtaining contracts in competition with 
Westphalian coal, at certain places, when 
| you come to ask them whether the coal 
is of the same quality I think they will 
admit that the Westphalian coal is ot 
worse quality than our own. And, after 
all, quality has a good deal to do in these 


What has been the pro-; matters, besides the question of price. 


I was told by one of these deputations 


countries ? Our exports to Italy in the that the port of Hamburg was perhaps 


year 1891 were 3,490,000 tons ; last year 
they were 5,407,000 tons. Our exports 


the place, of all others, where European 
competition from the Westphalian coal- 


to Spain in 1891 were 1,670,000 tons ;| fields was dangerous to us, and it is 


last year they were 2,624,000 tons. Our) natural it would be. What happened 
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last year? A good deal of Westphalian 
coal was sent to Hamburg, and it was 
sent, I am told, under peculiar condi- 
tions. In spite of the enormous rise in 
the price of British coal, the Westphalian 
syndicate, I am told, undertook to supply 
their old customers in Hamburg with 
the same amount of coal as they had 
taken in the previous year at the price 
of the previous year, or something like 
it. That, surely. was an advantage to 
the Westphalian coal. But what were 
the imports of coal into Hamburg in 
1900? The imports of British coal into 


Hamburg last year were 3,019,000 tons, | 


as compared with 2.055.000 tons in 
1898. The imports of Westphalian coal 
into Hamburg in 1900 were 1,602,000 
tons, as compared with 1,652,000 tons 
in 1898. That does not look like losing 
the Hamburg market. Sometimes we 
hear that the German export trade is 
specially favoured by low railway rates. 
I do not doubt that it is; but have we 
nothing of the kind in our own country ? 
I do not suppose for a moment that 
there exists, nowadays. anything like 
the old combination for the limitation 
of the “ vend” which existed between 
1787 and 1844, and which raised the 


price of coal for export to London from | 


the Tyne and the Wear by 40 per cent. 
over the price for export to foreign 
places. But, irrespective of that, I 
suspect that cases are not unknown in 
which coalowners nowadays will sell coal 
for foreign export at much lower prices 


than they will sell it for home consump- | 
And of this [ am quite certain— | 
that railway rates in our coalfields | 


tion. 


deliberately and greatly encourage our 
foreign export of coal as compared with 
its transmission to our home consumers. 


[ have received the rates from eighteen | 
different collieries to a certain port in | 


the north of England. They are 50 per 


cent. per ton, or, in most cases, a good | 


deal more than this shilling duty per 
ton, less for foreign export coal than 
for coal sent to consumers for manufac- 
turing and domestic purposes at that 
port. Parliament has deliberately 
legalised, for the whole of the north- 
eastern districts, lower rates for foreign 
export—which, I have no doubt, are very 
readily given—than those which are 
given'to our home manufacturers and 
consumers. 


Sir M. Hicks Beach. 
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Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): Shame! 


*Str M. HICKS BEACH: At any 
rate, this is surely enough to show 
that Germany has no monopoly of those 
special advantages for her export trade, 
There is one argument which is often 
put to me in connection with this matter. 
We are told that, although prices have 
been very high owing to the demand 
being largely in excess of the supply, yet 
that the supply is so largely increasing 
by the development of mines, especially 
in Germany and the United States, that 
markets in future will be very different 
from what they have been in the past. 
That is a very favourite argument. Of 
course, there are ups and downs in the 
trade. Last year was a very good year, 
and this year will not be so good; and 
anyone who looks at the history of the 
coal trade, or of any other trade, over a 
period of years will find the same thing. 
But, taking a series of years, | am certain 
that you will find that the demand for 


coal has increased more than the 
supply. The right hon. Gentleman 


made a great deal of the markets which 
we had lost in the East and West Indies 
and in South America. There is no 
doubt that the amount of coal which we 
used to export to various ports east of 
Aden has very largely diminished of 
recent years, and Indian or Japanese 
coal has taken its place. There is no 
doubt that the United States are supply- 
ing the West Indies, and will probably 
soon supply other places in South 
America which we supplied in past years. 
But why is this? It is because of the 
higher freight from this country as com- 
pared with the freight from the United 
States in the Western hemisphere, or 
‘from India or Japan in the East. 
What lesson may we learn from 
it? That for precisely the same reason 
the European market, which is our 
important market, is practically for the 
| time secure to us, because of the great 
idifference in the freight from the 
United States or from India or Japan 
into that market as compared with 
the freights from England. But, in 
spite of the losses which our trade has 
sustained, the right hon. Gentleman did 
not venture to deny that there had been 
an enormous increase in our export 
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trade. Why isthis? Because, through- 
out Europe and the civilised world, the 
demand for coal is every year enormously 
increasing by reason of the growth of 
manufactures, by the expansion of rail- 
ways, and by the use of coal for all sorts 
of purposes for which it was not used 
before. ‘Therefore in our case it is true 
with regard to coal even more than 
with regard to any other industry in this 
country that the loss of one market has 
really meant the gain of a better market 
in its place; and whereas in 1845, after 
the repeal of the duty, our exports 
amounted only to 2,000,000 tons, last 
year they amounted to 46,000,000 tons, 
or double what they were thirteen years 
ago. Is it possible fairly to argue, when 
a trade has in this way been increasing 
over a series of years by leaps and bounds, 
increasing in spite of increasing 
freights and of all fluctuations in the 
market price of coal, that a shilling tax 
will destroy the trade? I am quite 
aware that that is not the view of those 
engaged in the trade. I am quite aware 
that the coal-owners protest loudly that 
the tax will destroy the trade. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS 


Tydvil) : No, injure. 


(Merthyr 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: Oh, is it 
only injure? But that is not the state- 
ment which has been made to me. I 
have heard—and the right hon. Gentle- 
man repeated the statement to-night— 
that mines would beclosed, that thousands 
of miners would be thrown out of work, 
that wages would be reduced, that ships 
would be laid idle and their crews left 
without employment, and the whole 
industry disorganised. That is what I 
characterise by the word “ destroy.” 
[Opposition cries of “ No.”] The right 
hon. Gentleman put forward an argu- 
ment which I have heard from the coal- 
producers—thatthe more ourexport trade 
increased the more advantageous it was 
to the home consumer, because, the cost 
of production being spread over a greater 
area of produce, the home consumer 
could obtain his coal more cheaply. 
Has that been the experience of the 
home consumer last year? If it has not 
may we not be entitled to disregard the 
converse proposition—that if the export 
trade does not increase, or if it is to some , 


\ 
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extent diminished, mines will be closed, 
and consequently the price of coal will be 


Means. 


dearer to the home consumer? Sir, we 
have heard all these things before. 


When Sir Robert Peel imposed this tax 
in 1841 the representatives of the coal 
owners, a® anyone who refers to the 
debates of that and succeeding years 
will find, put forward precisely the same 
arguments as to the ruin of their trade 
as are put forward to-day. And yet 
what happened? Why, the export of 
coal, under a tax of 2s. a ton on large 
coal and of 1s. a ton on small coal—more 
than double what I now propose—was 
actually increased in the year 1843 
under that tax as compared with what it 
was in 1841, before the tax was imposed. 
I do not say that the increase was as much 
as it would have been without the tax ; 
but I do maintain that it did not destroy 
or seriously injure the trade. But we 
have a more recent experience than that. 
Only two or three years ago what did 
we hear on the Compensation for Acci- 
dents Bill? Over and over again we were 
assured by the representatives of coal- 
owners in this House that that Bill 
would add 2d. or 3d. a ton to the cost of 
getting the coal, that mines would be 
closed, and that the coalowners would 
be ruined. The miners did not support 
that argument, because they thought 
that they would gain something from the 
proceedings, and they knew perfectly 
well the fallacy of these prophecies. 
Those prophecies have been absolutely 
falsified. I venture to disbelieve the 
same kind of prophecies that are now 
made with regard to the effect of this tax. 

I dispute the proposition of the right 
hon. Gentleman that this tax will not fall 
upon the foreigner. I believe that it 
would fall upon the foreigner in such 
a year as last year, and when the market 
was good in any other year. I am 
glad to observe, from a letter which 
[ have just received, that the export 
price of coal is higher now than it 
was a little time ago, and that in South 
Wales the prices of February and March 
were higher than those of December and 
January. Therefore, at present, I do 
not think that the trade is in the position 
in which this tax could not be borne. 
But let me take the view of the right hon. 
Gentleman. Suppose it comes to a choice 
whether the increase in the export trade 
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is to be stopped, or whether the coalowner | the pockets of the coal-owners? That 
is to bear part of the burden. I will take | is a question which I am sure will interest 
the second alternative first. Can the/the hon. Baronet. Of course, in the first 
coalowner bear a part of that burden ?| place, you have to deduct the extra wages 
Of course he says that he cannot. Ihave| which the coalowners paid. Now the 
statistics here obtained from the Home | average weekly wages of miners of all 
Office and the Board of Trade*comparing | classes in 1897 were 25s. a week ; in 
the year 1900 with previous years. I will | 1898, 27s. 8d. ; in 1899, 29s. 4d. ; and in 
not take comparisons of the gains or|1900, 33s. 4d. a week. Taking the 
losses of individuals or single companies. | increase of wages in 1900 over 1897, 
I do not think they are fair comparisons, | at 8s. a week, and taking 780,000 
because in this industry, as in all others, miners, which is the number the Home 
there are, of course, some wealthy persons | Office calculates to be in the country, 
and companies, and some persons and | you will arrive at the sum of £15,000,000 
— engaged in it who do not do | extra in wages paid in 1900 over 1897. 
so well. The right hon. Gentleman| . Me pene ‘ 
referred to mines having recently been |. SIR JAMES JOICEY : What was the 
closed in dread of this tax. I happen to | increase in the number of men 1 
know something of South Wales, as well | *Sir M. HICKS BEACH: Allowance 
as the right hon. Gentleman, and I know | has been made for that; but 780,000 
this, that there are parts of South W ales | miners were, I understand, the number 
where there are certain mines which are ‘employed in 1900. 
not worth working except at an ex- | : . , 
ceptionally high price of coal, and that| Sm JAMES JOICEY: There were 
those mines are practically left unworked | many more in 1900 than in 1897. 
until a year comes when an exceptional | *Sir M. HICKS BEACH: Then there 
price occurs. Then they are worked for | . : an ee ene 
; . }are other increases on various articles 
a brief period, and when the hay has been | Riki Sccinciatii Chik ise 
-sdlamiaee ; ; - | which increase the cost. 
made the mine is closed again. That is | 


what has happened in regard to the | Sin FRANCIS EVANS (Maidstone): 
mines the right hon. Gentleman WAS | Preichts 
thinking of in his speech. Let me give | _ 
the House some particulars of the profits | *Sre M. HICKS BEACH: No. this is 
on coal in the year 1900, as compared | 


with past years over the whole trade. 








a question of the price of coal at the pit’s 
The average price of coal at the pit’s | mouth. Deduct £5,000,000, or if you like 
south Bat ll iin “otisle enema ke the | £2:200,000, for those increases, and 
rear 1897 was 5s. 7d “in 1898, | £19:500,000 for extra wages to miners, or 
gg s geo ag glenn n 1900. say, £21,000,000 altogether, from the 
10s 9d. In the vear 1900 225.000.000 | £22:000,000, and you show £34,000,000 

ca 08 ee more profit to the owners than they 


s of coal wer -ed, and it is esti- oes ee , 
tons of coal were produced, and it is esti | btained in 1897. Now, the total capita 
product ecceiillies wach AE sah tem prices | employed in the coal mines of the country 

) 4 3 « Oe sc y fee . * 6 ss “ig . sho 
[ have named. is no less than £55,000,000. | '* stated by the Mining Association (wh 


/are not likely to under-estimate it) to be 
| £110,000,000, and therefore you have a 
return for that year of £34,000.°90 net 
profit, as compared with the profit, what- 
ever it was, in 1897, on a capital of 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS: What is the 
authority for that estimate ? 


1IZ@ 1 '£110,000,000. Sir, this is the interest 
#9 ‘TT - ,000, 

aa, — or egg Home which is going to be beggared and pau- 
; avis ; _perised by this tax. I am quite aware 


Sin JAMES JOICEY (Durham,Chester- | ht 1897 was not a good year. 


le-Street): May I ask what statistics they | Mr. MCKENNA (Monmouthshire, N.): 
have got ? 


| Was there any profit at all ? 
*Sir M. HICKS BEACH : These statis- 
ties are from Parliamentary Returns.| *SrrR M. HICKS BEACH: Oh, no; 
Now, how much of this money went into | that will not do. Undoubtedly there 


Sir M. Hicks Beach. 
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were mines, perhaps a considerable 
number of mines, that made no profit in 
1897; but I am absolutely certain that 
there were a good many did make a 
profit in that year. 


Sm JAMES JOICEY: Let us have the 


average for ten years. 


*Sm M. HICKS BEACH: If you 
allow for good years and bad years and 
take the average, as the hon. Baronet 
opposite has suggested, you must still 
admit that a profit of £34,000,000 in one 
year over the profit that existed in another 
year is not a bad thing for the industry 
concerned. But that is not all. Every- 
body knows that this is an increasing 
industry. Look at the increasing output 
and the number of fresh pits continually 
being sunk ; look at the whole state of 
the trade. Of course it is a prosperous 
industry, and I confess I had some little 
difficulty in keeping my patience when 
deputation after deputation of coal- 
owners came to me and said their industry 
was so bad that they hardly made any 
profit on it at all on an average number 
of years. I think they have got by this 
time a very considerable little nest-egg, at 
any rate, with which they might, in the 
first place, bear any loss in the early 
future which this 1s. duty on coal is 
likely to impose on the coalowner. 

Now. let me take the other alternative 
of the right hon. Gentleman. Suppose 
the export trade does not increase at the 
ratio at which it has recently been in- 
creasing, I want to know what hon. 
Members who take his view really desire ? 
Do they desire that this export trade 
in coal should increase to an unlimited 
extent, as one might desire that our 
export trade in cotton, woollen goods, 
steel manufactures, or articles of that 
kind should continue to increase? I 
want to know whether that is their view, 
because it is not mine. I do not believe 
this tax will destroy or seriously injure 
this trade. I question whether it will 
diminish it at all. It may check its 
increase, but I do not believe— 

as Isaid in my Budget speech—that 
such a check on the increase of the 
coal export trade would be an unmixed 
evil to this country. I do not look 
upon the coal export trade as the 
foundation of all our greatness. Why, 
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Sir; the right hon. Gentleman referred 
to the Royal Commission which reported 
in 1871. Jam nota believer in the early 
exhaustion of our coal supply, but I do 
believe there is some danger of the early 
exhaustion of the cheaper sources of our 
coal supply in certain coalfields. In proof 
of that I may cite the authority of Mr 
Bainbridge, a Member of the last Parlia- 
ment, who told me the other day that, 
in his belief, the comparative cheapness 
of American coal at the port of export 
compared with the price of our coal at 
the port of export was due to the fact 
that we had largely worked out our 
cheap seams, while the Americans were 
still working theirs. Therefore I do not 
consider it to the interest of this country 
as a whole—and we must consider the 
interest of the country as a whole—that 
our export trade in coal should increase 
to the unlimited extent which apparently 
the right hon. Gentleman would desire. 
What has been the increase since the 
Royal Commission reported in 1871! 
They anticipated a certain consumption 
of coal during the thirty years immedi- 
ately ahead of them. Their estimates 
were fairly well realised with regard 
to the home consumption ; they were 
absolutely at fault with regard to our 
export trade. They estimated there 
would be 360 million tons exported in 
the thirty years, whereas there have been 
960 million tons exported in that time. 
I confess I should prefer that, at any rate 
to some extent, our cheap sources of 
coal supply should be kept for the benefit 
of our own consumers rather than 
exported abroad. I quoted the other 
day from the work of the hon. Member 
for Merthyr, in which I noticed a little 
passage which, perhaps, he will forgive 
my recalling. He blamed his country- 


Means. 


men for “ giving away to the foreigner 
with insane prodigality our mineral 


wealth—wealth which is by no means 
inexhaustible and cannot be replaced.” 
I am afraid I have detained the House. 
The right hon. Gentleman found fault 
with me with regard to the question 
of existing contracts. I might, of course, 
have inquired into that question before 
I imposed the duty, but no one knows 
better than the right hon. Gentleman 
how difficult and dangerous it is to make 
inquiries of that kind before you propose 
a duty. 
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Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: It 
would not have had any effect in this 
case. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: [ think it 
would, because I believe a good many 
more existing contracts would have been 
found. I have existing contracts now | 
under my consideration, and | propose 
to deal liberally in that matter, not 
merely with a view to the interests of 
those who have made those contracts, | 
but also to start the new duty fairly, | 
so that there may be as little dislocation | 
as possible to the trade. I know I shall 
lose money by this; that I have antici- 
pated. But | do not propose this as a 
tax merely for one year. It is for the 
House to express an opinion upon it 


{COMMONS} 





after full discussion. But unless 
some better arguments can be pro- 


duced against it than any I have yet | 
heard I venture to prophesy that the | 
decision of the House, in spite of those | 
threats with which we have recently | 
been favoured, will record an opinion that | 
it is not a proposal that will destroy | 
or seriously injure the export trade of | 
this country ; that if it restricts to some | 
extent the increase in coal exports, | 
that is so much to the advantage of the | 
country at large ; that on the whole it is | 
a fair proposal, that it is a just tax that 
the trade is well able to bear: and that 
in no way less objectionable could the 
money be raised that is required to meet | 
the necessities of the country. | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Sir JAMES JOICEY: I agree with | 
the right hon. Gentleman who spoke 
before me when he stated that it was | 
unreasonable to expect that this dis- | 
cussion should be closed to-night. I 
think if there is one reason why the | 
discussion should not be closed to-night 
more than another it is owing to the 
speech which we have just heard from 
the right hon. Gentleman the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer. The right 
hon. Gentleman in his speech quoted 
some very strong arguments to the 
House to show that if one class of people 
in this country could bear additional 
taxation more than another it was the 


coalowners. Well, he failed to satisfy 
me, in the first place, that the 
tax would fall upon the coalowner. 


But everybody who knows anything 





| of the House. 
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whatever about the mining industry of 
this country—-and | cannot help thinking 
that the right hon. Gentleman the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer knows 
perfectly well the. conditions under 
which this industry is carried on, and 
for a man of his position to get up and 
make a speech to this House and ask 
for the support of his Government on 
such grounds as he has done, when 
only quoting three years out of an 
industry of that kind is, I think, most 
unfair, and no gentleman better than 
himself knows that he has not given a 
true statement—|cries of “Oh, oh!’ 
and “ Withdraw ”’|—a full statement of 
the coal industry. There have been 
many authorities which have dealt with 
the profits of the coal industry. I am 
not for a moment going to say that 
during the last two years the coal in- 
dustry has not been a very profitable 
one, but anyone who knows anything 
about mining must know that it is 


/one of the most speculative industries 


in the country, and to make any change 
based upon one or two years in that 
industry shows, | think, a very great 
mistake in policy. 

The right hon. Gentleman stated a 
great many things with which I shall 
have to deal, if 1 have the indulgence 
The impression he gave 
to the House that the coal industry 
is able to bear a larger proportion of 
taxation than another industry, | 
think is not tenable. The industries 
of this country, almost without ex- 
ception, have had an _ extraordinary 
run of prosperity during the last 
two or three years, and ii we were to 
base taxation on the prosperity that 


ihas taken place during that period, I 


maintain we should certainly not put 
this tax on the coal industry. I regret 
extremely that the fluctuating character 
of the coal industry—-the great fluctua- 
tions of price—is certainly sometimes 
disastrous to even those in the trade 
as well as to customers. If you look 
over the prices during the last thirty 
years you will find that they vary to an 
enormous extent, and during that period 
I think that there have been only two 
or three of the booms upon which a num- 
ber of collieries depend for their existence. 
If you could get to the secrets of the 
various banking accounts connected 
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with the collieries in this country, I 
am satisfied you would find in many 
of them that there were large deficits 
to ,be made up, and that the collieries 
were only carried on from year to year 
in depressed times in the hope that a 
boom would come which would give 
some compensation for the capital in- 
vested in them. As I say, the question 
of profits has been dealt with by many 
authorities, and I challenge the right 
hon. Gentleman, who has made so much 
of this point, to set his opinion against 
the opinion of those who have had to 
deal with the subject. There is scarcely 
a mineowner or a large mining engineer 
of any great repute who has not given 
his opinion on this matter. I hold in 
my hand a copy of a paper which was 
read before the Coal Mining Association 
of Great Britain by a gentleman named 
John Bell Simpson. He is a gentleman 
who holds a very high position in the 
north of England as a mining expert, 
and he is a considerable colliery owner 
as well. He represents as mining agent 
the Duke of Northumberland and many 
other large landed proprietors. I think 
when I mention his name and the position 
he holds, that you will recognise he is 
an authority of some weight. In _ his 
paper he said— 


“It is impossible to get exact statistics on | 
this point, but the consensus of opinion seems | 


to be that certainly under 5 per cent. over a 
period of years has been the result, if an 
allowance is made for the replacement of 
capital at the end of the lease. The only 
approximate guidance of much value which 
we can obtain seems to be from the Inland 
Revenue Returns. They unfortunately do not 


give coal mines alone, but include the mines of | 


copper, lead, and zinc as well. The assessment 
also includes the rent and royalty. I have, 


however, endeavoured to arrive at an estimate | 


by taking the results given in these Returns 
for thirty years, and after making a deduction 
for rents included, as estimated by Royal 
Commission on Royalties for 1889, there is left 
a net result of 6d. = ton as profit on all the 
minerals mentioned. ” 

Mr. Buddle, the late Sir George Foster, 
and the iate Sir George Elliott have ex- 
pressed similar views. I have not the 
slightest doubt, speaking as a colliery 
owner of some experience, that if I were 
to consult my friends in the trade 
they would say that what I state is true, 
that certainly there has been no large 
amount of profit made generally in the 
mining industry of this country. Six 
or seven per cent. at the outside will, I 


{2 May 1901} 





Means. 502 
jam certain, cover the average profit. 
| admit that there are exceptional years, 
but I contend that were it not for these 
exceptional years many collieries now 
working in this country would of neces- 
sity be closed. I could give you illustra- 
tions of what takes place. I hold in my 
hand a statement representing the results 
from one of the largest South Wales 
collieries during the last twenty years. 
That colliery is one of the best steam 
coal collieries in Wales. I can give the 
figures from 1879. The coal is of the 
first quality and commands the highest 
price of any coal in the market. The 
statement shows that the return from 
1879 to the present time is no more than 
| a half per cent. on the capital invested. 
| That colliery produces half a million 
tons per annum and, as IL say, it is the 
| finest quality of coal. I feel sure of this, 
| that there are many collieries in_ this 
country in exactly the same position. 
That result goes up to the end of 1900, 
and I maintain that for the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer to come down and make a 
|statement such as he has done is to 
completely mislead the House and the 
country on this matter. In every indus- 
try you can select a few years which are 
| exceptionally prosperous. 1 wonder what 
would be said of me if I went to the Tyne 
and selected the works of Lord Armstrong 
as a sample of the engineering business 
jof the Tyne. Take another industry— 
'the chemical industry of this country. 
/On the Tyne we have seen one large 
| works after another close. I remember 
when there were twenty works making 
| chemicals on the Tyne. 1 do not believe 
'there are more than two now. [Sir 
Howarpd VINCENT: Foreign compe- 
| tition.] Yet during the whole time these 
| works have been closed, Brunner, Mond 
bee’ Co., have been making large profits. 
I could give other illustrations. I remem- 
| ber a large colliery in the county of 
| Northumberland whose chief trade con- 
| sisted in export coal, and during the last 
| twenty years, in fourteen of these years 
they had not paid a farthing upon their 
capital. Possibly in 1897 they might have 
paid their way, and I admit that the last 
year and the year before they have had 
good results, but those results must be 
divided over the whole twenty*years. I 
am certain that if the interest paid by that 
colliery were taken for twenty years, 
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the profits would have been found to! in our mines. We do not get the advan- 


have been small. 


three years, and to fix upon those years | 
as being fair samples of the coal mining 
industry. 
Now I give a recommendation to 
the right hon. Gentleman. He says it | 
is necessary that this country should | 
have the best Welsh steam coal. If 
the Government believes that is neces- 
sary, | reeommend him to go down and 
buy one or two of these steam coal col- 
lieries, and he will have an opportunity 
of showing in this House, every time the | 
Estimates come on, what a large amount 
of profit he has made in connection with 
them. The right hon. Gentleman knows 
too well that when once the State gets 
possession of an industry, they are never 
able to give any particulars in this House 
showing the profit and loss they make 
upon it. I will take another point. 
During the last twenty or thirty years 
we have had a system in the counties 
of Durham and Northumberland -by 
which, under the supervision of the 
workmen and colliery owners, public 
accountants take out the whole amount 
realised for the sales of the produce of 
the mines. That represents a produce of 
twenty-seven millions. There is no doubt 
about the accuracy of that amount. 
Now, what has been the average price 
realised according to these accounts ? 
It has been 5s. 7d. per ton at the pit- 
head, and I defy the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer to make out that, over a period 
like that, 5s. 7d. is an unreasonable 
figure to provide for cost of working 
and interest on capital. [An Hon. Mem- 
BER: What about the royalty ?] The 
royalty rent represents, I think, 6d. per 
ton. Of course you must also take de- 
preciation into account. The right hon. 
Gentleman says that this is a question of 
capital and not of interest, but what 
does he do when he is assessing mines in 
regard to the income tax? He makes 
no allowance for the working out or ex- 
haustion of the coal. He charges the 
owner or lessee the whole amount of net 
revenue. I think that the coal industry 
is certainly as heavily taxed as any other | 
industry in the country. We pay rates 
and taxes on the whole of our surface 
property, but, besides that, we pay rates 
and taxes on every ton of coal we produce | 


Sir James Joicey. 


My position is this. | 


It is most unfair to take one, two, or/ sanitary 


tage of the fact that we have no need of 
improvements in regard to 
mines, no need of watching or lighting, 
and yet every ton of coal produced con- 


| tributes to the rates and taxes for ex- 


penditure on the surface with which 
practically we have nothing to do, so far 
as our coal is concerned. I maintain 
that the mining industry is as heavily 
taxed as any industry in the country. 
Well, the right hon. Gentleman went on 
to say that one of the most important 
considerations was that there would be a 
saving in our coal, and that it would bea 
good thing if the export of coal was, not 
stopped, but a good deal diminished. 
Let us look at that question for a moment. 
Before going on to that, however, I may 
say that the right hon. Gentleman in his 
opening speech, when he put the Budget 
before the House, stated that it was a 
great disadvantage to work out the coal 
and that it was a loss of capital. I take 
issue on that point. I maintain that it is 
not a loss of capital to take something 
which is underground and which has no 
value whatever till it comes to the sur- 
face. It is dead capital until it is con- 
verted into cash which can be utilised in 
our industries and in providing a certain 
number of the population with food. 
clothing, houses, ete. I maintain that 
it is a foolish thing to say it is a loss of 
capital. Every ton of coal which is ex- 
tracted from the earth becomes of living 
value, and, converted into cash, is uti- 
lised in the country for the benefit of the 
whole community. Then, again, the 
right hon. Gentleman says that all our 
industries have suffered very much from 
the high priceof coal during the past year. 
I admit that all our industries have had 
to pay a high price for coal during the 
last year, but my experience is that 
during the previous year they were all 
forward contracts, and never felt the high 
prices, and that many of them contracted 
to the end of last year. I know of hun- 
dreds and thousands of tons which were 
sold on the Tyne at &s. 6d. and 9s. 6d. per 
ton, and I do not think, considering the 
cost of mining at that time, that that 
was an unreasonable figure. But as a 
matter of fact the industries are always 
prosperous when prices of coal rise. _ It is 
owing to the prosperity of our home 
industries chiefly, even the railway in- 
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dustry, that we are enabled to get higher 

rices for our coal, and I think it is 
nothing but fair andright thatthey should 
contribute to a certain degree to the pros- | 
perity of the mining industry. There- 
fore, | believe that there is nothing what- , 
ever in that point, and if you took the | 
prices that are paid over a series of years 
by these industries to the railway com- | 
panies it would be conceded that it was 
not an unreasonable thing. 





All the arguments which the right hon. 
(Gentleman produced were certainly, to 
my mind, arguments in favour of putting 
atax upon all coal. If a tax had been put 
on all coal, I confess that, so far as ex- 
porters are concerned, there would not 
have been very much opposition to it. I 
think it would not have been an un- 
reasonable thing if any industry had been 
called upon to contribute to the addi- 
tional taxation at the present time, but I 
cannot see why the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer should select a portion of that 
industry and penalize it and allow the 
great bulk of it to go scot free. The tax | 
will be most unequal in its operation, 
and it hits very hard indeed those dis- 
tricts which are engaged in producing 
coal for exportation. Take the North- 
East of England. We in the North of | 
England export oversea fourteen million 
tons. South Wales exports 18,465,000 
tons, and Scotland 6,706,000 tons. and 


the other districts about 3,500,000 | 
tons; while our home _ production 
is no less than 182,553,000 tons. | 


And yet what the Chancellor of the} 
Exchequer proposes is that part of the | 
coal industry representing forty-two 
millions tons should pay the whole tax of | 


over two millions sterling, while the | 
whole home coal production representing | 
182 million tons should pay nothing | 
whatever. And that is his idea of justice 
and equality! I maintain that it is a 
most unjust and unfair tax on certain 
localities. If, in the interest of the com- 
munity as a whole, it is necessary to put a 
tax upon the coal producers of our | 
country, I say the tax should be put on | 
all coal. It would not then tell upon the | 
coal owner who has his capital invested | 
in the mines and upon the workmen who | 
practically has his whole life in the mine, 
while the royalty owners who have their | 
contracts for many years—twenty, thirty, 

forty, or even sixty years ahead are going | 
scot free, and have no burdens whatever | 
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| position of the coal trade. 


is a very simple matter. 
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put upon them. I say again that if 
those engaged in the coal industry are to. 
be taxed the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
has no right whatever to select one por- 
tion of the industry and put a heavy 
burden upon it, and let the rest go free. 
The right hon. Gentleman says that 


Means. 


/it would be a good thing that some 


of the coal was reserved for posterity. I 


| scarcely think that the right hon. Gentle- 


man understands the position when he 
states that. What is our position in the 


| North of England ? Take Northumber- 


land and Durham. There our coal- 
field is pretty well occupied, and most of 
the mines are well worked through. 
Well, if anything comes to stop any of 
these mines, what is the result ? Is the 
coal stored up for posterity ? Certainly 
it is not. The coal is so worked that if 


\there was a cessation of output the 


bottoms would rise, the roofs would fal 
in, the mines would become full of water, 
and the fact is that the coal, instead of 
being stored up for posterity, would be 
practically lost to the country. I think 
those who really understood the situa- 
tion would realise that fact. The whole 
of the discussion has shown to me that 


| the right hon. Gentleman the Chancellor 


of the Exchequer has displayed a lament- 
able ignorance of the entire question. 
I am surprised, considering that he was 
going to alter the whole taxation of the 
country in such a vital form, that the 
right hon. Gentleman did not inform 


| himself more fully on the condition of 


things, and especially as to the true 
The right 
hon. Gentleman says, ““ How can the coal 


| export trade fall off when it bore the huge 
| increase of price of coal last year ?”’ That 


An increase of 


| 1s. or 2s. per ton last year was not a 
/matter of very much importance. In 
/every country to which we exported 


coal, industry was flourishing, and there 
was a large demand for coal, even in 
countries where they have a production 
of coal themselves. They were unable 
to supply their own demand, and natur- 
ally prices went up, both for the home 
produce and the foreign produce. That 
is why they were able to pay the high 

rices. The right hon. Gentleman gave, 
as an illustration, Hamburg. He said that 
a certain quantity of coal was sent from 
Westphalia to Hamburg—amounting to 
six million tons—and that though the 
prices were put up, still we increased 
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our exports to Hamburg. The right 
hon. Gentleman did not know that the 
reason was that the Westphalian Syndi- 
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cate of coal owners would not supply | 


more coals to those people in Hamburg, 
who wanted coals, than they had done 
in previous years. That is the fact, 
and that is the reason why we increased 
our exports to such an extent. 
Westphalian Syndicate have their out- 
put under complete control, and they 
study the people in their own locality 
first. Within the last fortnight the 
Syndicate have passed a resolution to 
increase their prices 20 per cent., but as 
soon as they learn that we reduce the 
area of supply on account of this tax 
they will rescind that resolution, and 
will sell the produce of their collieries to 
Hamburg. 

Again, the right hon. Gentleman 
says that although freights were so 
high we were able to increase our 
exports. But freights were not so high 
as they were a few years ago. I do not 
think the highest freight to Chili 
was more than &s. or 9s. a ton; but I 
have known those freights to be 20s. a 
ton. While freights have fallen during 
the last few years, it is owing to that 
that we have been able to hold our position 
in regard to exports, and even to increase 


them, and to retain our markets. I look 
forward, however, to the time when 
America will become a very strong 
competitor with this country. Three 


months ago, I know of a contract which 
was under discussion in Paris for a large 
quantity of steam coal; and it was only 
a very slight difference which induced 
the consumer to give the contract to a 
British firm, instead of to an American 
firm. And I will tell you why that 
French contractor gave it to the British 
firm. The American contractors wanted 
the contract for three years, and they 
made a promise, under guarantee, that 
if they got the contract for three years 
they would undertake to build ships of 
10,000 tons burden, to enable them to 
deliver the coal in France on easier terms. 
These are facts. What has given us 
the pull in regard to coal exports in this 
country has been that we have a large 
import trade, and that our freights have 
been cheap. But the population of 
America is increased largely, and I look 
forward to the time when America will 
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| a largeimport trade. At present freights 
are high because America has no freight 
going from these foreign countries to 
any extent, or from the Mediterranean, 
When I first went into business we had 
a very large trade in gas coal—that 
coal which the right hon. Gentleman 
says the foreigners cannot do without. 
We used to export gas coal to Boston, 
New York, and Philadelphia, and many 
other ports in America, and at that 
time we paid from 20s. to 25s. per ton 
freight. We lost that trade owing to 
the opening out of the American collieries, 
which cut us out. We tried then by 
getting a reduction of freights to retain 
the trade, and we eventually were able 
to reduce the freights to 4s. a ton, but 
even then we were knocked out of the 
American and West Indian markets 
in regard to gas coal. It is the same 
in regard to steam coal in the Indian, 
Chinese, and Japanese markets. Our 
chief customer in Europe at present 
is Germany, where we send _ sixty-five 
million tons. Now the proportion of 
its own coal which Germany used in 
1899 was 92.63 per cent., and Great 
Britain sent only 5.37 per cent. of the 
German consumption, sothat allGermany 
has to do to oust us from the German 
market is to supply an additional 5.3 per 
cent. In the same year we exported 
to France 6,870,000 tons, but France 
supplied 72.29 per cent. of her whole 
consumption from her own mines, and 
the British provision was only 13.8 per 
cent. All that France has to do in 
order to cut us out of the French market 


is to inerease her local supply by 
13.8 per cent. Belgium consumed 


83.41 per cent. of her own coal, and 
Great Britain’ only supplied her with 
4.25 per cent., which shows that our 
proportion of supply to that country is 
very limited. But how does it 
that we supply even these percentages 
at a profit ? We have cheap sea carriage, 
and we are able to get into such ports 
as Hamburg, Bordeaux, Havre, Brussels, 
etc., a certain quantity of coal which is 
distributed thence to the places where we 
come into competition with the home 
produce. What this export tax is going 
to do is this. I think any reasonable 
man will admit that we have a frontier 
where we can compete in these various 
countries with their own produce; but 


come 


require many things which she cannot| remove that frontier nearer the sea 
supply herself with, and she will require | coast and the result will be to take a 


Sir James Joicey. 
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considerable area of our supply and to 
give it to our competitors. Again, the 


time was when the whole of the con- | 
sumption, of coal in Holland was in our | 
hands, but we are being fast driven out | 


of that market. I am as certain as I 
am here that, if a shipping tax is put upon 
our export of coal, a considerable portion 
of our trade with Holland will be lost. 
Westphalia, Belgium, and France are 
not up to their full production, and they 
can increase their output wherever 
they can secure markets. It cannot 
be done in a month; it takes a few 
years. If we could have increased our 
output in a few months instead of a 
few years the coal masters would have 
taken good care that prices would not 
have risen to the extent they did last 
year. 
these high prices. We should much 
prefer to have more regular prices, 
more regular profits, and more regular 
wages. 

The right hon. Gentleman the Chancel- 
lor of the Exchequer went on to say that 
our coal is largely of a class which 
European consumers cannot do without. 
Well, I think I have had as much to do 


with selling coal as any man living. [| 


come in contact with buyers from all 
parts of Europe, but I never came across 
a customer or consumer who was pre- 


pared to give me a good price for my | 


produce if he could get his coal cheaper 
from Westphalia, or Belgium, or America. 
The right hon. Gentleman forgets that, 
after all, quality, like price, is relative. 
People will pay a high price for a good 


quality, but if they can get an inferior | 
quality they will take it, provided they | 
If the | 


pay for it a much lower price. 
right hon. Gentleman’s argument is 
valid, why should the coal exporters 
have taken 15s., 16s., or 17s. per ton 
when, by asking for it, they might have 
got 25s., 27s., or 28s. per ton? All the 
people who have coals to sell get the 
best price they can for it. I think it is 
aslur on the coal salesmen of the country 
to say that they have been giving away 
coal for 1s., 2s., or 3s. a ton less than 
they could have got for it. It is a per- 
fect fallacy. To tell me that our coal 
is the very class of coal which the Euro- 
pean consumer cannot do without is 
nonsense. At a relative price the Euro- 
pean consumer would take other coals. 
It is only a small proportion of the best 
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It is not our interest to have | 


Means. 


| Welsh coal that is slightly superior to 
| what America can produce. The best 
Welsh has this advantage—and it is ts 
chief advantage—that it does not give 
much smoke. But as a steam-raiser 
I muintain there are lots of coals in the 
North of England that are just as good. 
Of course, ina fleet it is nice to have clean 
decks and not many smuts, and therefore 
smart seamen prefer a smokeless coal 
to coal which, though as good asa steam- 
raiser, produces a good deal of smoke. 
The right hon. Gentleman said that 
one advantage which shipowners in 
England would have would be that they 
could take as much bunker coal as they 
liked. But I have heard that it is the 
intention to prevent ships taking as 
much bunker coal as they like. It has 
sometimes been a custom to fill the 
bunkers and also to take a certain por- 
tion under hatches for their own use. 
Of course. when that is done a good 
deal of freight is shut out. The result 
is that there is no advantage to the 
ships to take a larger quantity of coal 
than the bunkers will hold. Now 
what effect will this have upon Durham 
and Northumberland ? I am not going 
to say it will ruin the trade of those 
counties, but I am going to say it will 
injure it, and I challenge anyone to get 
up and say that that will not be the case. 
But to what extent it will injure the 
trade of Durham and Northumberland 


510 


‘it is impossible to say—ls. a ton will 
injure it, 2s. a ton would injure it more, 
'and 5s. a ton still more. 


It is perfectly 
clear that any burden put upon one 
competitor must of necessity injure the 
person on whom it falls. Then it is 
said that the foreigner will pay this 
‘tax. That, I think, is altogether 
|wrong. The consumer in this country 
would pay if a tax was put on imported 
goods --—- 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT: No, no. 


Sirk JAMES JOICEY: That is un- 
answerable ; but what is our condition 
upon export taxes? There we lose con- 
trol over the consumer ; then, to use a 
familiar expression, it is ‘ break or 
make.” The market goes to others, 
and it is absurd to say the consumer 
would pay the tax upon exported coal. 
I admit there are places where English 
coal at the present time has the advan- 
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tage, and if we can beat our competitors | it is clearly unjust to exempt any con- 
who supply those markets by more than | tract before the first of April. 

ls. a ton, it is quite likely that the tax! There is another point, which I think 
would be paid by the consumers there. | is a very important one, and I regret that 
This tax represents a burden put upon | the Chancellor of the Exchequer is not in 
Durham and Northumberland of no | the House to hear this, because I should 
less than £700,000, nearly one-third | like to say what I am going to say while 
of the amount it is proposed to raise by | he was present. Nothing surprised me 
it. 1 think it is unfair to put so large more than the recommendation that was 





a share of the taxation for this war upon 
so small a population. I observe with 


regard to Northumberland and Durham, | 


taking the two counties together, that 
the export is no less than 30 per cent. 
of the whole production. With regard 
to Durham itself it is much larger, but 


taking the two together it is 30 per, 


cent. of the total output ; but suppose 
we only allow 10 per cent., what would 
be the effect ! 
| know this, if we take 10 per cent. off 


the production of coals, it must of neces- | 
sity increase the cost of working much | 
more than 10 per cent., because you | 
fixed | 


have such a large amount of 
charges that you cannot reduce. If 
you Increased 10 per cent. on the 90 
per cent. you had to sell, it is quite pos- 
sible that you would put yourself outside 
the market altogether. 

The right hon. Gentleman then said 
that all our contracts are entered for 
twelve months. It has always been the 


custom of the coal producers to carry on | 


their business so far as four-fifths of their 


contracts are concerned by twelve-months | 


contracts. We never for one moment 
thought that any British Chancellor of 
the Exchequer would be so foolish as to 
put an export duty upon coal, so that we 
were unable to provide for it ; but if we 
had been able to provide, we should have 
lost our contracts. 


of the British Government putting an 
export duty on coal, it should be paid by 
the purchaser, and the persons with 
whom I was contracting refused to enter- 
tain it, and said they would not enter 
into any such contract. The result is 
that the exporter must necessarily pay 
the tax. If the Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer consents to exempt these contracts 
from this tax, he must either exempt all 
contracts or no contracts—either the 
whole or else no portion—if he wishes to 
be just ; and as to fixing the time when 
he will cease to exempt these contracts, 


Sir James Joicey. 


Speaking as a producer, | 


I personally was sus- | 
picious some time ago, and I tried to get a | 
clause put into a contract that in event | 


given by the right hon. Gentleman on 
| two occasions that merchants should 
endeavour to repudiate their contracts if 
the foreigners refused to pay this tax. | 
am glad to say, from what | know of the 
exporters and commercial men, that 
their code of honour is much higher than 
that, and I am glad to say that I do not 
believe there is a single exporter in the 
north of England who has made any 
attempt whatever to induce the people 
with whom he is dealing to cancel their 
contracts if they will not pay this tax. 
To a commercial man his word is as good 
as his signature. Previous to 1872 I have 
soldthousandsoftonsof coal inthiscountry 
for export abroad, and have had nothing 
/more than word of mouth. That is the 
character of the commercial man in the 
‘north of England, and I am sure that 
every man in the north who read that 
speech of the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
_ would be equally shocked with myself to 
think that a great Minister of this country 
—the head of the Financial Department 
of the Government of this country— 
should recommend men to repudiate con- 
| tracts which they were not legally bound 
to fulfil. I am glad to say there is not a 
man in the north who will attempt to 
take that advice, and I hope the right 
hon. Gentleman is not going to act upon 
‘such advice in his own financial opera- 
tions. We have never before had any 
such suggestions as that in this House. 
We must go to the South American 
Republics to hear such a doctrine as that. 
But when it comes from that bench, 
which is supposed to hold the highest 
intellect in the country, that men who 
are honourably bound, although they 
have not signed, to fulfil their contracts; 
should repudiate them, I think it is a 
very dangerous doctrine indeed to preach. 
During the length of time that I have 
been in this House—and I have been here 
sixteen years—I have never heard such a 
thing come from a Minister of the Crown, 
and I trust I shall never hear such a 
‘thing again. 
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Now let me give an illustration of 
whether the consumer will pay or not. 
The right hon. Gentleman has put a 
duty on sugar. Supposing that instead 
of putting that tax on all the sugar im- 
ported into this country he had said to 
the West Indian Islands that they had 
better put a duty of 4s. 2d. on the sugar 
which they exported. Does anybody 
suggest that the consumer in thiscountry 
would have paid that? Sugar would 
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trade, when you consider that if he 
allows the exemptions on contracts he 
will not get half what he puts in his 
Budget. I certainly think he is unwise 
‘in insisting on this tax. When he first 
got this tax in his mind he was not aware 
of the difficulties in connection with it, 
{and if he were a courageous man he 
would say—I should say myself to this 
House—‘* When I thought of this tax I 
thought I should get two millions. I had 








have poured into this country from | no idea of the difficulties, and I find now 
Austria and Germany, and we should not | there are a large number of contracts 
have paid the duty at all; and the same | which will affect half the yield, and under 
thing will happen in the case of coal. those circumstances I think it is useless 
I confess there is one idea in the mind for the sake of the million to press this 
of all people in this country who are not | tax.” If ever there was a reason for the 
associated with the production, that the | Government to drop a tax of this des- 
coal owners ought to have something | cription the reason exists at the present 
taken off their profits—but would the| time. The right hon. Gentleman can 
consumer get the coal a shilling cheaper !| say what he likes, but the people of the 
I contend he would not. What is the} north will know and recognise that the 
custom in Westphalia, where there is a| tax is put on this special class in order 
syndicate? They have always charged | to continue the boon that was given in 
a higher price to the consumer than they | the shape of the Agricultural Rates Act, 
have to the exporter of coal. They and when it is recognised that that 
follow an exactly opposite course to that burden falls more heavily upon one 
which we adopt. The consumer in the industry than another, and the miners 
north gets his coal much cheaper than | of the country in many cases pay three- 
the price charged for coal for export, and fourths of the rates, you will have some 
I will tell you why. The home con- | difficulty in convincing the miners that 
sumer takes his coal in daily quantities ;, you are not going to continue to penalise 
it goes in truck loads, and it is a trade | them—they have got in their minds an 
upon which you can depend ; but when | idea that you are going to penalise this in- 
you have an export trade you get one dustry. One point will undoubtedly arise, 
cargo of perhaps 1,000 tons, and it is done | and that will be the reduction of wages. 
with. Itis to the interest of the producer | Does the right hon. Gentleman realise the 
to give the home consumer his coal proportion that wages bear to the cost of 
cheaper. What is the fact? I have) production? John Stuart Mill estimated 
lookedjup this matter, and I find the price | that the proportion was 66 per cent. of 
of coal to the consumer for twenty years the whole production. I am told now 
only averages 5s. 7d. In 1897 the it is 70 per cent. In event of difficulties 
export price was 7.48; in 1899 the arising, the only way in which we can 
export price was 9.22; the average | compete with foreigners is by reducing 
price for consumers, Northumberland | the wages, and I am convinced that the 
7s. 7d.; Durham, 6s. ; in 1900 average | wages will bear the bulk of this tax. I 
export price 14s., and for consumers, | have shown that you cannot reduce the 
Northumberland, 10s. 6d.; Durham | other charges, and if the profit on coal is 
10s. 3d. ; that was after allowing 1s. 6d. | reduced it will prevent people putting 
a ton carriage. Hon. Gentlemen will | capital into the mining industry, and 
see that these figures are conclusive | close many of the mines which have the 
enough to show, if the correct figures | greatest difficulty in existing even with 
were got out, that the consumers here | the prices we get. I am not surprised 
got their;coals‘at’a'very much better price | that the miners are alarmed ; they begin 
than the foreigner. to see that this is a permanent tax, and 

I must say it is extraordinary | that, if it is to be a permanent tax, 
that the Chancellor of the Exchequer | it will be an increasing tax. I would 
should!ffor the small amount he ex-| urge the Government to reconsider their 
pects to receive attempt to upset the! position. Why should you urge people 
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to take strong measures? I do not want|a tonnage tax upon the coal sold at 
to seethem do it, but it is a wrong thing | all collieries, and not to disturb the 
on the part of the Government to take natural course of trade. If, however, 
such a course as to drive 700,000 men | it is to be a continuing tax, as my right 
to take strong measures. If the Govern- | hon. friend has told us, then I would urge 
ment will not consider it from the miners’ that nothing should be done until the 
point of view or the owners’ point of view, great question of husbanding the coal of 
I implore them to consider if from the this country has been carefully con- 
point of view of the general community. | sidered. If that question is considered, 
I have never known a tax imposed which, |T will hazard the opinion that it will be 
in my judgment, was more unequal and / found that, though it is wise to husband 
unjust, and, representing as doa mining our smokeless coal, it will not be thought 
constituency, | shall do my utmost to desirable to check the export of other 
oppose it. coal. The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
referred to the great outery which was 
*CoLoNEL BLUNDELL (Lancashire, | made when the Compensation Act was 
Ince): I have been interested in! proposed. At that time the collieries 
colliery property for forty-eight years, |in Lancashire were making absolutely 
and, though I cannot claim to be an/ nothing at all, and if the price of coal 
expert, I have a long experience of the | had gone down and 2d. per ton had been 
results of such property. In that long| thrown on the collieries it would un- 
period bad times have been much more doubtedly have led to a great struggle 
frequent than good times. The Chan-| between capital and labour, and might 
cellor of the Exchequer spoke as if! have had most disastrous consequences, 
collieries were like banks and breweries, 2d. per ton was the amount anticipated. 
uniformly or generally prosperous. The But fortune favours the brave, and from 
colliery in which I am interested is in | that moment prices began to rise. It has, 
Lancashire, which is perhaps as little | therefore, appeared as though the outery 
affected by the proposed tax as any of | of that time meant nothing. But the 
the coal districts. I think, therefore, | Government did not, and does not, know 
that I am able to take an unbiased view the great danger it ran at that time. | 
of the effect of the proposed tax. I am | am glad it turned out a great success— 
confident that, if this tax is continuous, | that, however, was entirely due to the 
and its effect is to throw half the accident that the price of coal rose 
amount or 6d. a ton on the exporting instead of falling—but it might easily 
districts of Scotland and the north of have been a great failure. 
England for a permanency, those dis-; Before I sit down | should like to bring 
tricts will be unable to bear it. The! under the notice of the right hon. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer says that | Gentleman a very interesting subject of 
the foreigner will bear the burden, but I taxation—I allude to the mortgagee. He 
do not think anybody can say upon is usually the temporary legal owner of 
whom it really will fall. | a large proportion of the land and houses 
During the last two years collieries|in the country. He pays income tax, 
have been in receipt of extraordinary | but though he derives his income from 
profits ; but those years are altogether | strictly local sources, he escapes entirely 
exceptional, and no true inference can| from any payment to the rates. As 
be formed from them as to the taxable | mortgages are properly not disclosed, 
capacity of collieries. A generation ago, he is unknown. Probably if, as in some 
there was an extraordinary year (1872), | countries, mortgages were recorded he 
but from 1874 to 1890 it was followed | would not escape. I would urge that 
by a great and continuous depression, the mortgagee should pay a tax to the 
so that the year 1872 was regarded as State in lieu of the rate which by our 
having been a great misfortune, as the | system he escapes. That, however, has 
cost of producing coal had by its! nothing to do with the coal tax. I hope 
prosperity been enormously increased. | the Chancellor of the Exchequer will 
The question then arises, Is this to | reconsider this matter, with a view to 
be a war tax or a continuing tax ?| making the tax a war tax, and not a cor 
If it is to be a war tax, I would | tinuing tax, and also that he will insti 
submit that it would be better to levy | tute a thorough investigation as to the 


Sir James Soicey. 
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yecessity or otherwise of husbanding | appeal to the country to help me,” I 
the coal of this country. do not think the miners, any more than 





any other class in the country, would 
Mr. PAULTON (Durham, Bishop | have raised any special objection. Or 
juckland): I feel that it is a duty | if, indeed, last year, when trade was 
yhich everyone owes to his constituents, | booming, he had placed this tax upon 
hen they are deeply interested in athe particular industry, I think it is 
natter of this kind, that he should give | possible he might have been able to 
apression to their sentiments. I should | carry out what he still believes he will 
ie sorry for it to be supposed that the |do—namely, secure a certain portion 
miners of the north of England objected | of the tax from the foreigner. But 
o pay their fair share or any reasonable | what he is now doing is to give a shove 
share of the cost of the war. That|to a declining trade—and a shove in a 
that is not the case is proved by the| downward direction. I am told that, 
ray in which they have imposed levies | whereas last year contracts produced a 
m themselves for the support of soldiers’ | profit of 1s. per ton, this year they 
fmilies in their own district—not a/| produce a profit of barely 4d. per ton. 
nomentary contribution, but levies ex- | That leaves a very small margin indeed 
nding over the whole period of the | when competition is met with, as we 
yar. In fact the miners have taken | know it is at this time. What must be 
upon themselves a duty which the/the result, for instance, in the county 
Government should have performed,|of Durham? The poorer pits will be 
umely, that of supporting the families | ‘‘laid off”; the pits which have thin 
of those who are fighting our battles|seams, about which we have heard 
abroad. These men oppose this tax | something to-night, will no longer be 
nost strongly—in the first place, because | worked, and the result must be that 
they consider it unfair that a special | those pits will be swamped with water, 
ux should be placed upon one particular | and they will not be reopened. We 
tranch of one particular industry. They | have had a good deal of experience in 
object to it, in the second place, because | past times of the result of strikes and 
it is partial, in the sense that it affects | other causes, and we know that when 
mly particular districts. In the third |a pit has been closed, unless it is a pit 
lace, and perhaps most strongly, they | which pays in ordinary times, it will 
object to it because in the long run they | not be reopened. 
know the tax will fall chiefly ted The argument with regard to 
hbour. It is possible that Scotland! husbanding our national supply _ of 
vill suffer more than the north of|coal has been used, but the effect of 
Ingland or even South Wales; but, | this proposal will surely be to make 
» far as my own information goes, I\it worth while for colliery owners . 
now more of the condition of things|to work only their best coal, so that 
in the north of England, and should, | the coal which will go out of the count ry 
therefore, confine my remarks to that | will be the best, and that which, from 
district. Personally, I am not a coal-|a national point of view, we can least 
owner and have no pecuniary interest spare. It has often been said during 
in the coal trade. But I know the | the last few weeks, ‘Oh, many of you 
ling of my constituents, and my /are in favour of putting an extra tax 
object is to express their sentiments. | upon the rich brewer; why should you 
Ido not believe, if the tax had been a} not put a tax upon the coalowner as 
gneral one of so much per ton on all) well?” The answer is perfectly obvious. 
the coal raised in the country, there | The brewers’ profits are constant profits ; 
would have been anything like the same | year in year out they remain pretty much 
amount of opposition to it. Of course, |the same, or, if there is any alteration, 
human nature being what it is, there|it is in an upward direction; whereas 
night have been some feeling against | the profits of the coal trade are a fluc- 
laxing a special industry. But if the |tuating amount. After all that has been 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had come | said on the subject to-night, | will only 
to the House and the country and said, | express the opinion that if an average 
“In a national emergency of this kind, | were taken of the coal trade profits 
I must raise a certain revenue, and I | during the last twenty years it would-be 
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found that they were certainly not higher 
than the profits of any other industry 
which could be selected. Indeed, | believe 
the amount would represent a much 
smaller return than would be the case 
in regard to most of the concerns in 


which people are willing to invest their | 


money. The county of Northumberland 
affords a very good concrete instance 
of the effect of this impost. It raises, 
roughly, 5 per cent. of the total output 
of coal, but it exports 19 per cent. of the 
coal sent out of the country. The 
mining population is only } per cent., 
so that you are asking } per cent. of the 
whole population to pay 19 per cent. 
of a national tax. The amount of this 
duty in the county of Northumberland 
will be about £415,000. That represents 
on the capital invested in the industry 
a tax of close upon 7 per cent. An 


income tax of 1s. 2d. in the £ is only) 
hy . | 
r'herefore 


5% per cent. upon profits. 
this tax means in the county of North- 
umberland that you more than double 
the income tax. I believe that everyone 
concerned in the coal trade there would 
vastly prefer a income tax to this 
impost, because they would have reason 
to hope that with better times that im- 
post would be removed, and that it 
would not affect their source of revenue. 
The fear—and the well-founded fear— 
now is that, once having imposed this tax, 
you will have inflicted an injury on the 
trade from which it will not recover. 
Nothing is truer than the fact that every 
ton of export trade which is lost to this 
country is lost for ever. The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer says this is an experi- 
ment which he is making. He believes 
that he is right and that we all are 
wrong. It is a very dangerous experi- 
ment to make. He is playing with the 
life interests of a very large population, 
and whether he is right and we are 
wrong, or vice versa, an important trade 
will have been seriously damaged, and in 
many cases lost entirely. What is the 


Is 


right hon. Gentleman going to get from | 
understand 


the experiment? I could 


that it would be worth while perhaps to | 


dislocate even a great industry of this 
kind, and cause agitation and disturbance 


throughout the country, if the tax was | 


going to raise a large revenue, but the 
nett result will be a miserable £1,000,000. 
[An Hon: Memper :’ £2,000,000.] When 
effect is given to the concessions with 


Mr. Paulton. 
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regard to existing contracts the revenue 
will be less than £1,000,000. There js 
also the unfairness with which the tay 
will fall on particular individuals, 4 
man on one side of a street may haye 
satisfactorily completed a contract on 
April 18, and that firm will get a rebate 
of the duty. Another man on the other 
side of the street may have had his 
contract expire on the 19th April. When 
he tries to renew -his contract he jg 
obliged to go and ask his foreign customer 
to pay the tax, and the foreign customer 
will flatly refuse to pay it. Therefore 
one man will be unable to get his contract, 
while the other, by perhaps a couple of 
days, will have been able to make a 
profitable contract. As far as regards 
the county of Durham especially, the 
miners feel very strongly that anything 
which affects or dislocates trade must 
come upon their wages, that anything 
which affects the export trade and 
reduces employment north of the Tyne 
will bring increased competition to the 
labour market in their own district. 
That must mean a lowering of wages 
and the consequent suffering to the 


population. 

I, therefore, enter my humble pro- 
test on behalf of my constituents 
against this novel and __ retrograde 
proposal. The Chancellor of the Ex- 


\chequer is very confident that he is 
right, but | prefer to take the opinion 
of the men who have been engaged in 
the trade all their lives and know it by 
heart, and I warn the right hon. Gentle. 
man that he is embarking on a contest 
without measuring the forces which are 
against him. He has opposed to him 
the most strongly organised industry 

_in the country, and I only hope and trust 
that the effect of this debate will be to 
induce him, even at the last moment, 
to withdraw this proposal. In any case, 
[ have ventured to utter my protest on 

| behalf of my constituents against what | 
believe to be an unjust and unfair tax. 


a. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT: LT have 
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the good fortune to-night of _ being 
‘able to represent 
of my constituents upon this subject, 


constituency taking the opinion of th 
/majority of those whom I representih 
If my constituents are not coal producenf 
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they are, at any rate, great coal users. 
There probably is no area in the 
shole of the Kingdom which, for its 
ie, consumes or requires so much 
wal for its great industry as the city 
nd district of Sheffield. My view 
is that it would be quite impossible 
ir the Chancellor of the Exchequer to 
iave devised a more generally popular 
tax than this expert duty on coal. {Ironi- 
al cheers.] Of course, | speak for my 
wn constituents, as [ have a perfect right 
ido. I speak of the people of Central 
Sheffield, and, as far as I am able to 
ather, their opinion is strongly in 
favour of the tax. The only objection 
[have heard, and it has come from many 
quarters, is that the amount of 1s. per 
on is not enough, and that it should 
ie at least doubled. The following is a 
rsolution which was passed at a general 
necting of my constituents on this 
abject— 





“This meeting of the Central Division of 
Sheffield Conservative and Constitutional 
{sociation congratulates His Majesty’s 
Government and particularly the Chancellor 


principle of indirect taxation against the 
foreigner. It particularly approves the levy- 
ing of an export duty on coal, the raw 
naterial for foreign competition, and the 
ueans of naval offence to our prejudice, and 
iko the tax upon foreign bounty-fed sugar.” 
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AN Hon. Member: Did you draft the 
resolution ? 


“Sik HOWARD VINCENT: The 
rsolution was proposed, seconded, and 
arried unanimously, and if hon. Mem- 
ets desire to read the full details, they 
vill find them fully reported in the 
Sheffield Daily Telegraph of the 23rd 
April. But hon. Members make a great 
uistake if they faney that approval 
ithe tax is confined to a coal-using 
istrict such Sheftield. I have a 
wolution passed by the Newport Cham- 
wt of Commerce, and I am surprised 
lat the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for West Monmouth did not 
ter to this in his speech. He probably 
Saware that Newport is a very important 
town in South Wales, and one which is 
much interested in the coal industry. 
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n miilhe chairman of the Newport Chamber 
of th#hi Commerce is the gentleman who is 
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constituency. The resolution is as 
follows— 


“That as the tax of ls. per ton proposed to 
be levied by the Chancellor of the Exchequer on 
exported coal will be paid by the foreigner 
and not by the colliery proprietors, this Chame 
ber is of opinion that the tax is fair and just, 
but urges the Government to exempt all 
existing contracts.” 

We have heard from the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer that he proposes to be 
exceedingly liberal. in the matter of 
existing coal contracts. That is a state- 
ment which one is very glad to hear, 
but I am also glad that he intends to 
require strict proof of loss. It is suggested 
|that the tax will be paid, not by the 
| foreigner, but by people in this country. 
|It is therefore interesting to read the 
| opinions on the matter in foreign coun- 
itries. The Times correspondent at 
| Copenhagen telegraphs on the 25th 
| April— 

“The increasing agitation in England 
| against the coal duty creates astonishment 
here. Judging from the need of the Baltic 
| countries and shipping for British coal, mer- 
chants here do not believe that the Continent 
| can ‘supply them with anything but a mini- 
/imum at acceptable prices, and consequently 
| foreigners will pay the duty on English coal.” 
| Then we have another statement from 
St. Petersburg. The Times  corre- 
spondent telegraphs on 30th April— 

“ As itis generally admitted that this tax 
will ultimately fall upon the foreign consumer 
it is naturally resented by the latter.” 





} 





He goes on to say— 
“The general feeling seems to be that it will 
not reduce to any extent, if at all, the imports 
of English coal.” 
It is perfectly clear from these opinions 
what is the view taken upon this sub- 
ject abroad. Of course, the customers 
of the coal exporters in this country are 
not going to be so foolish as to consent 
to put a shilling a ton on their contract 
price if they can possibly avoid it, and 
very likely it cannot be done on the 
existing contracts. But in future con- 
tracts it can be done, and if I mistake 
not it will be done. From Stockholm 
comes a telegram on the 24th of April, 
stating that— 

“The British sellers not only demanded 
that the buyers should pay duty on old con- 
tracts, but were also compelling them to 
deposit the amount of the duty before _ 
iment in the ease of f.o.b. (free on boare 
contracts, 

That shows that in some cases at least 
the exporters are taking very efficient 
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steps indeed to obtain the amount of 
the duty from the foreigner. A great 
deal has been said about the necessity 
which exists in foreign countries for 
taking English coal. There are certain 
sorts of coal produced in this countryalone 
which foreign nations must have, and 
particularly Welsh steam coal—I mean 
smokeless coal. The hon., Gentleman 
opposite so prominently connected with 
the shipping interest shakes his head, 
but I think he will agree that the orders 
for English smokeless coal for the 
French, German, Russian, and Italian 
navies have been very considerable in 
recent years, 

siz FRANCIS EVANS: {Now they 
have nearly ceased. 

Siz HOWARD VINCENT: For the 
moment they have nearly ceased. Their 
stocks are so nearly full. A large portion 
of the forty-four million tons exported 
last year has been taken by foreign 
avies and for the moment they want 
lo more. 


sir FRANCIS EVANS: They have 
found other sources. 

sik HOWARD VINCENT: As the 
hon. Gentleman is going to speak, very 
likely he will tell us the sources from 
which the French, German, and Russian 
navies will in the future obtain smokeless 
coal. 
gratitude of those foreign Governments, 
because. being frequently in communica- 
tion with naval officers in many foreign 
countries, | can vouch for it that the 
great majority of them at any rate are 
ignorant upon this point. If they can 
obtain that information from the hon. 
Gentleman I am quite sure it will be a 
great advantage to them. ‘lhe Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer gave us some 
very interesting and very important 
facts indeed concerning the export of 
coal, and we find that of the forty-four 
million tons exported last year eight 
millions went to France, three to Russia, 
five to Germany, five to Italy, a total 
of twenty-one millions. If we add 
Spain and Scandinavia, these foreign 
nations take upwards of thirty millions 
out of the forty-four which were 
exported from this country. Hon. Gen- 
tlemen have stated that the increase of 
a shilling per ton is likely very much 

Sir Howard Vincent. 
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If he does that he will earn the! 


‘aecurately represents the attitude 0 
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{to affect exports. I think I am right 
in stating that freights are constantly 
| varying, and that the difference varies 
to as much as four shillings, but we do 
not find that they put any stop what- 
/ever to the trade, which is exactly the 
‘same. With regard to the properties 
/of this Welsh coal which are so im. 
portant, only within the last few minutes 
a very striking instance has been brought 
‘to my knowledge by a_ gentleman 
thoroughly conversant with the faets, 
He says that in Laneashire they are 
able to produce coal at a comparatively 
moderate sum, and offer it to the White 
| Star steamers at 13s. a ton, whereas the 
| Welsh coal on the Mersey steamers costs 
from 18s. to 20s. a ton. But in spite 
of this enormous difference in price the 
quality of the coal from South Wales 
|is so much better that they are willing 
|to pay the larger price for Welsh coal, 
| If that is the view of English shipowners it 
‘is surely the view of foreign maritime 
‘powers. A very strong feeling now 
| prevails in this country that considering 
the enormous increase in the production 
of coal, from about £16,000,000 in 1858 
‘to upwards of £64,000,000 in 1898, 
and that the sources of coal are not 
absolutely illimitable, the users should 
take some pains to ensure that they 
shall not be exhausted by the enormous 
| exports. 
Why is there so little sympathy 
‘with this agitation of the coalowners in 
Sheffield from the coal-using districts! 
It is because when the foreign demand 
enables the colliery-owner to put up the 
| prices the purchasers meet with extremely 
‘little sympathy and with cavalier treat- 
ment from the colliery proprietors. Oneol 
my constituents told me last year when 
the price of coal was very high that there 
would be considerable difficulty in getting 
‘it. He took a truck a day, and his 
‘foreman came to him and said, “ This 
coal we are receiving is by no means up 
‘to sample or specification, and it will do 
/us a good deal of harm.” The partner 
| said, “ Do not say a word about it. We 
‘must accept it, whatever it is, because,if 
we do not, we shall not be able to get any 
coal at all.” That is an incident which I 
heard mentioned in quarters where, if it 
| were liable to be contradicted, it would 
‘have been contradicted, and I believe it 
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many coal consumers at the time. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer told us 
of one matter which, I hope, will not be 
allowed to rest where it is. He has told 
us about preferential charges against | 
our own users of coal, that the foreign | 
exporter is able to obtain much better | 
terms from the railway companies than 
the users of our own British coal. That 
statement having been made by the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, it is the bounden | 
duty of the Government to put a stop to 
that state of things. Itisa matter which 
has been complained of in this House 
before, and this matter of giving pre- 
ferential rates to the foreigner, now 
that it has been complained of by a re- 
sponsible Minister of the Crown, who 
speaks with full knowledge of the facts, 
must not be allowed to rest here, and it is 
incumbent upon the Government to take , 
some steps in this matter. 

| know many hon. Members desire 
to speak on this subject, and I have 


no desire to trepass further upon 
the indulgence of the House. I do, 
however, desire once again to give 


utterance to what I believe is the feeling , 
of the great majority of my constituents, 
that the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
has devised a tax which will be just, which 
is popular in the country, which will be 
productive of good results, and which will | 
be not only useful as a means of raising 
public revenue, but will be better still 
because it will tend to preserve that which | 
has been the principal factor in the great- | 
ness of England, the natural product of | 
coal in this country. Once used it can | 
never be replaced, and if this export con- 
tinues on the scale which it has been doing | 
for the last two or three years there is 
very great danger indeed of the stock 
being exhausted. I congratulate the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer upon his 
firm attitude in this matter, and 1 hope 
he will not budge one single inch, and will 
not be deterred by these threats of a 
general strike or the shutting down of 
pits. What has been the effect of that? 
It has already doubled the price of coal. 
Who is going to reap the benefit of this 
enormous increase in price? Why the 
colliery proprietors like the hon. Baronet 
the Member for the Chester-le-Street 
division of Durham are the gentlemen 
who are going to reap the benefit of this 
enormous increase. I do not believe the 
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miners, hard-headed sensible men as they! who clamoured for the war, beginning 





Means. 526 


are, will do anything so foolish and 
disastrous as to commit themselves 
to a general strike at the instigation of 
rich colliery proprietors. I speak the 
view of my constituents, and I urge the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer to stand 
firm, and I thank him for having intro- 
duced this tax. 


*Mr. BURT (Morpeth): Personally | 
may be allowed to say in a sentence that 
I am much more concerned for the 
unwise and fatal policy that has made 
additional taxes necessary than | am even 
for the vast expenditure and the necessity 
—which | admit—for the imposition of 
new taxation. It would not be in order 
for me to discuss that policy, and the 
subject that is germane is important 
enough and _ sufficiently complex to 
demand more than the time that the 
Government seems disposed to allot to 
it. My hon. friend who has just taken 
his seat has told the House re- 
peatedly that in every sense upon this 
question he represents the views of his 
constituency. 

Now, I also represent my  con- 
stituency in this matter, and I almost 
feel inclined to congratulate the Govern- 
ment upon having got the support 
of the hon. Gentleman opposite. We 
know that he is an anti-free trader, 


and that he is in favour of reci- 
procity. ‘To come at once to the 
point. The Chancellor of the Ex- 


chequer needs money and he must 
have it. These are facts which are 
sufficiently patent to everybody, and need 
not be argued. He told us in his 
Budget speech, and he has told us again 
to-night, that he does not want to borrow 
all the money he requires. Borrowing 
dulls the edge of husbandry, and I think 
we have evidence of the right hon. 
Gentleman’s virtue in the fact that 
though he has found it very much easier 
to borrow than to impose new taxation, 
yet he refuses to get all he wants by 


borrowing. There IL entirely agree 
with him. He is also in favour of 
a broader basis of taxation, and in 


that respect also I agree with the 
right hon. Gentleman. I _ believe 
he wants those who encouraged the 
war to pay for the war, and there 
again I agree with him heartily. If he 
could get contributions from all those 
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with the millionaires who took the they are the dominant and deter. 
initiative—if he could get contributions] mining factors in a question of 
from all those who acquiesced in it with-| this kind. Occasionally in addressing 
out protest that would be a broad enough | working men I have had to direct their 
basis for him. I am afraid that I| attention to what I regard as important 
should myself come under the latter questions connected with political econo- 
head. I did indeed attempt to speak] my. They heard me with some im- 
upon this question before war wasj patience. They were hungry, and they 
declared in favour of the dispute | did not know where to get their dinner, 
being referred to arbitration, but 1 was) and with men under those circumstances 
howled down. If [have any regret upon | some impatience is excusable, especially 
this question it is that | was perhaps if you are advising them asa choice of 
too easily cowed, and that I should have | evils to accept a reduction of wages. 
protested more emphatically than I did) Therefore, the economic aspect of the ques 
against what I regarded as the most tion is of the greatest importance. | 
disgraceful war in our history. [Oppo-| do not know whether the Chancellor 
sition cheers.] The Chancellor of the of the Exchequer, who has, no doubt, 
Exchequer has increased the income tax, been exceedingly busy of late, has had 
and there again I support him. I went an opportunity of reading a letter that 
into the lobby with him upon that tax, appeared in the press about a week 
and if he had doubled the income tax || ago from Professor Marshall, who is 
should still have gone into the lobby a very high authority — probably the 
with him. | am an income-tax payer highest in the country —on_ political 
myself, and if I only pay a little it is economy. In that letter Professor Mar- 
because my income is little. I think shall did not attack the tax as being 
it is the smaller income-tax payers economically unsound, but he pointed 
who will feel most severely the imposition out that he himself, twenty-five years 
of this tax. Therefore, | think I have ago, was inclined to advocete an export 
manifested a sort of altruism in support- duty on coal, but he was deterred 
ing the Chancellor of the Exchequer. because it would dislocate trade, and 
He has placed a duty upon sugar. it would be almost an _ invitation 
I did not vote against that, although to other nations to retaliate upon 
I cannot say that I entirely approve us, who are perhaps among the most 
of it, because it takes us further away defenceless nations upon the face of the 
from the free breakfast table which | earth in opposing any retaliation policy. 
has been so eloquently advocated in the, He said it would be a departure from the 
past. But Imperialism has given us no, comity of nations to impose a tax on 
chance of getting a free breakfast table. | export coal. That was a complete 
The sugar tax is broad based enough. contradiction of the position taken up 
We have been told by the hon. Member by the Chancellor of the Exchequer. 
for Oldham that every old woman who Professor Marshall says in regard to this 
puts a piece of sugar in her tea is helping | tax that this country itself will have to 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer to pay pay the greater part. I noticed that 
for the war. The tax on coal, however, | in the speech made by the Chancellor 
is not a broad based tax, for it is a tax of the Exchequer to-night, instead 
upon a single trade. My hon. friend who} of saying that the foreigner would 
spoke a little while ago pointed out that pay the whole tax, he qualified it, 
itis not only a tax on trade,and, therefore, and said, ‘a considerable portion 
one of the worst of taxes, but it is a tax of the tax,” and he made a further 
that operates unequally upon that trade. admission to the effect that the pro- 
Economically it is unsound taxation. portion would depend upon the condition 
The right hon. Gentleman the Member of trade. This tax is a fixed amount. 
for West Monmouth, in his eloquent It will not adapt itself to changes of 
and able speech, dealt largely with the, trade, and it is a shilling tax upon all 


economic aspects of the question, and) classes of coal. The right hon. Gentle- 
let nobody be impatient in discussing man has mentioned the best steam coal 
the economic aspects of this subject.| from Wales, but that is a very small 
They are not only important, but| quantity of the total produce. This 

Mr. Burt. 
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tax is placed upon all coal, irrespective|does not mean paying our own 
of its quality, and it will not adapt|way out of our own pocket. As I 
itself to fluctuations of trade during | think the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
times of depression as well as during | will not get his money from the 
times of prosperity. I know that if we | foreigner, | think he will have to get it 
could get the foreigner to pay this tax | from hisowncountrymen. That is where 
we should all be satisfied. Surely it | he ought to get it. We are not dealing 
would give a touch of piquancy to the| with ethics or high morals, but I do 
present position of things if we could | think this country ought to pay for this 
get the foreigner, who does not love us| war, and to that extent [ agree with the 
too well, and who hates the war in which | right hon. Gentleman; but I do not 
we have embarked, to pay the main cost | think he should ask a particular trade 
of the war, or a very large portion of the | to pay, especially as I believe that it will 
cost of the war. I do not think the/ greatly hamper that trade. 

foreigner will pay much of it. My The right hon. Gentleman gave us to 
experience in foreign countries is com-| understand to-night that he had been 
paratively small, but I have travelled, | annoyed very considerably by what he 
at one time and another, in different | regarded as the exaggerations of the coal- 
parts of the countries of Europe, and I} owners. Well, everybody exaggerates— 
may say that on the whole I have formed | especially in this House. I believe the 
avery high opinion of foreigners. I do | right hon. Gentleman and myself avoid 
not think those are the best friends of | as far as possible all exaggeration, but 
our own country who try to raise}then the right hon. Gentleman might 
prejudices against the people of other! remember that a man who has a 
countries. IL have found foreigners | deficit of fifty-five millions is under no 
invariably courteous, and I think that | very great temptation to exaggerate. 
probably a man of my simple and con-| He and I have sat opposite to each 
fiding nature, and with sucha poverty of | other for about twenty-seven years, and 
linguistic attainments, would excuse, | I have a very high opinion indeed both 
even if he did not invite, a certain amount j of his character and his abilities. He 
ofimposition. Of course, we are dealing | has a trying time of it, and he has my 
with the foreigner now as a commercial sympathy. I believe he was a_ little 

| 


man. Though I have not had much todo | angered with the persistency with 
with him in that line, my experience has} which the  coal-owners interviewed 
been of the most satisfactory kind. It is| him. He thinks that they  exag- 
quite true that once or twice I had base | gerated, and I have already admitted 
coins passed upon me, but then that has | that it is a common failing, and especially, 
happened in my own country, where I | Sir, if I may say so without offence— 
am more familiar, though not too | especially so on the part of rich men 
familiar, with the coins of the realm. I} when their profits are threatened. | 
im not going to make a universal | have heard them so often that, like the 
attack upon foreigners because an old | Chancellor of the Exchequer, I cease to 
Italian apple-ewoman once among my | be alarmed myself at any of their vatici- 
thange gave me a bad florin. I believe | nations, and I am not going to defend 
that the foreigner, however well dis-| them; they do not need it—they are 
posed he may be, and however honour- | quite capable of defending themselves, 
able and straightforward he may be, | and can do it very effectively. What 
is like every other virtuous man--like|I see is that the money will have to 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer—the | come out of the coal trade. I believe 
amount he will pay for an article will | the Chancellor of the Exchequer will 
depend upon his necessities and the adhere to his position. It will have 
amount of his cash to a large extent.|to be paid in the main by this coun- 
Therefore he will satisfy his wants/try. Shippers and exporters may have 
in the easiest possible way. ‘ He will | to pay a portion, mine-owners may have 
lot pay if he can help it, and in that | to pay a portion, and I am perfectly sure 
respect he resembles the British patriot. |the miners will have to pay a certain 
Whatever British patriotism may mean, | proportion. Economics will determine 
[think the Chancellor of the Exchequer | what proportion each shall pay. I 
will have discovered before now that it' have been connected with the coal 


| 
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trade all my life, and it may amaze 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer and 
Members on the other side of the House 
when I tell them that I am not a mil- 
lionaire. Perhaps they will be sur- 
prised still more if I tell them I do not 
want to be one. I have sins and cares | 
enough without embarking on that very | 
troubled sea. But I do know this, Sir, 
that if the coalowners suffer’ severely, 
the miners also must suffer; the 
community by whom they are sur- 
rounded, farmers and shopkeepers, will 
also have to share that suffering. I 
believe this tax will bring suffering, if not | 
disaster, on some of the mining districts. 
[t is on that ground I oppose it. The 
hon. Member for Central Sheffieldsaid this 
was a popular tax. I believe it is popular 
with everybody but those who will have 
to pay it. But that is the case with a 
good many taxes. Of course, we are 
deprived, according to my argument, if 
it is sound, of one great delight—we 
cannot fleece the foreigner; but 
then we can fall back upon the next 


{COMMONS} 





best thing by acting iniquitously and 


doing unjustly and producing a con- | 


siderable amount of discomfort and dis- 
satisfaction among a large section of our 
own countrymen. 

I want just for a minute or two 
to call attention to the position of the 
miners. I can see that from the point 
of view of a London householder, who 
pays 25s. or perhaps nearly 30s. per 
ton for his coals, that a shilling per 
ton may seem a comparatively small 
amount. But look at it from the other 
end. May I ask the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer to believe that when I talk 
about mines I know what I am talking 
about. I spent eighteen years of my life 
as an underground workman, and the 
House may gauge my ambition when | 
tell them that I never wanted to go 
higher. I never had any desire to change 
my occupation, but my fellow-workmen 
asked me to leave the pits and represent 
them. Well, I must not give you my 
autobiography, although it may be 
interesting to myself. [Cheers.] lam very 
much obliged to hon. Gentlemen opposite 
for their encouraging cheers. Those were 
not the least happy or the least satisfac- 
tory days of my life. I knew then, 
and it is a satisfaction to me to know 
now, that at any rate during one 
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period of my life I earned my bread 
honestly. I have not always been 
sure since. I see that I have the 
attention of the Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer. Let me, then, give him some 
notion of what a shilling a ton means 
from the coal-hewer’s point of view. The 
hewer is many a time getting coal ata 
shilling aton. [AN Hon. MemBer: “ And 
less.”] 1 think I have got it myself at a 
shilling a ton. It is only fair to say that 
is exceptional. But at the present time 
in Northumberland—I have gone care- 
fully into the figures and there may bea 
halfpenny or a penny of difference, but 
there is not more, and I have no intention 
to misrepresent ; at the present time in 
Northumberland—and this is an inflated 
period—the average price per ton 
paid to the coal-hewer is about 2s. 6d. 
or 2s. 7d. Now a shilling a ton from 
that point of view is a good deal. 
Then, what are the wages he is 
making on that ? I do not want to deal 
with the coal-owner’s side of the question, 
but it is not only the coal-owner’s side 
when I refer to prices, because wages 
depend on prices. In Northumberlan 


| ” . 4 
from 1879 to 1889 the average price as 


ascertained by chartered accountants, re- 
presenting employers and workmen, 
was 4s. 9.82d. at the pit’s mouth. For 
the last twelve months the price was 
10s. 6.65d. per ton. Let me say that the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer is one of the 
most cogent and clear reasoners in the 
House of Commons, and if you grant his 
premises you have to follow him to his 
conclusions. But I think his great 
fallacy in this case—and I am perfectly 
sure he has made a mistake—is in having 
taken an exceptional year—an admittedly 
exceptional year—and in gauging the 
whole situation by that exceptional year 
in connection, as he has admitted to- 
night, with a trade which is liable to ex- 
treme fluctuations. 


Now I come to the wages of the men. 
From April, 1879, to December, 1889, the 
price in Northumberland never exceeded 
5s. 4.87d. I well remember that during 
that period we had a strike for seventeen 
weeks. I went to the men and advised 
them to accept a reduction as the lesser 
evil. For the first and the only time in 
my life among Northumberland miners 
I was hissed and groaned at. Like 





Mr. Burt. 
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the Chancellor of the Exchequer, I do not, | because I am perfectly sure that this is 
I hope, unduly care either for applause or exaggerated considerably in the public 
censure, but I would rather be cheered mind. These false notions and wild emo- 
than groaned at. Yet, after all, it is not tions get people into great difficulties. 
a man’s main business in life to be | They got us into this war in South Africa. 
popular. I am perfectly sure that I There is a false notion abroad that there 
have never been more right in my life is a conspiracy between the mine-owners 
than when I have been howled at and | andthe workmen to raise prices. Coal has 
prevented from expressing my opinions. indeed been very high-priced—too high, 
[ did not complain of their hostile in my opinion, for the other industries 
reception ; they were suffering severely, of the country. Several industries have 
and I have tried them so often with my | been throttled by the high price of coal. 
moderate ways and my _ unpalatable | That is entirely due to natural causes— 
advice. Hardly any other man would have to economic laws. I do not know, but 
got away with his life. I am not one I begin to imagine sometimes that the 
of those vicarious sacrifice men who, whole fabric is crumbling around us. 
always want to be sacrificing somebody But I did think that the doctrine—it is 
else. Some of you will remember | not mine—of buying in the cheapest 
that Artemus Ward said he was so clear | market and selling in the dearest would 
that the North was right, that he was | have stood the test of all time. That is 
prepared to give up all his able-bodied the doctrine that has been acted on by 
relatives, including his mother-in-law, | those extortionate coalowners. I should 
rather than see the North defeated. have thought that in the temples of 
What do hon. Gentlemen think is;|Mammon everywhere that would have 
the average wage of miners in| been acceptedas the true gospel of wealth. 
Northumberland even at the present | If this fails, then “the pillared firmament 
time of high prices? I ought in/is rottenness, and earth’s base built on 
fairness to say that the miners have | stubble.” 
some advantages in addition to this! I have hardly touched upon my 
—very substantial advantages. Many of own county—the county of Northum- 
them have a free house and free coal, but berland—-but it will be peculiarly 
they also have drawbacks and deductions. | affected by the tax. I do not want to put 
They have their tools to pay for, and also | it, however, on narrow sectional grounds. 
the powder which is necessary for the |I am called a labour member. It is not 
blasting of the coal, and these are some- | my own choice of an epithet. I do not 
times rather heavy deductions. But what object toit at all; though I think no man 
are the wages? About 8s. per day, and | should be here to represent lands, mines, 
these be it remembered are inflated | railways, or anything less broad than 
times. Everybody is angry, partly | the interests of the whole community. 
with the owners and partly with the\| Northumberland is a large exporting 
miners, because they think that they | county—four-fifths of the coal produced 
have entered into a conspiracy to im-| there is exported. We enter into severe 
pose on the community generally. It, competition with Westphalia. Last year 
is a great delusion. Many of the men|there were exported more than eight 
are working at a much lower wage million tons, over two millions of which 
than the hewers, their average wage | were sent to Germany, Russia, and the 
at the present time being 4s. 10d.| Scandinavian countries. From Blyth, 
or 5s. per day. If you put the!a seaport in my own constituency, 
two together—the highest and the lowest ‘more than three million tons were 
paid—you get a general average of about | exported. That town will, I fear, suffer 
6s. 2d. per day, or in round figures 30s. | severely from the tax. In many cases 
per week. Should the wages of miners; we gain or lose a contract by a 
ever be below that? Would anybody | difference of threepence per ton. 
say that a manshould work hardandrisk|I do not say that Westphalia, Ger- 
his life in a mine as those men do for less} many, and other parts of North- 
than 30s. a week? No candidate in a| eastern Europe, being better situated 
mining district at the time of an election | geographically, should not compete and 
would say so. get contracts in preference to us. All I 
I want to touch on this point of wages ask for is a fair field and no favour. 
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will in many cases cut us out of owner and a coalowner, I may say my 


those markets. 


where there was no_ conflict, 


I have known pits | interest individually is against the im 
no position of this tax. 


That being so, I 


strike, no lock-out, where there was the | have no doubt that the coalowners and 
most amicable feeling between the owners | the shipowners in this House will expect 


and the men, stand idle for months 


when a penny a ton would have kept, 


the wheels going. What will this 1s. 
do? The Government mean to stand 


to this tax—it isa powerful Government, | 
a large | 


in some respects. It has 
majority; I do not know its number. 
Now with regard to the Chancellor 


of the Exchequer, Professor Marshall, | 


who, as I have said, differs from him 
on some points, says he admires his 
courage. I myself know that he is 
courageous, and we all admire courage, 
even the most pusillanimous of us. But 
the right hon. Gentleman knows very 
well that courage is often akin to 
obstinacy and foolhardiness ; the right 
hon. Gentleman has not that courage 
—he has the high courage if he 
has made a mistake, and if he can 
be convinced that he has made a 
mistake—to publicly admit his mistake 
and withdraw from the false position 
he has taken up. All we have to do 
is to convince him, and | hope the 
Leader of the House will have this debate 
adjourned to give us another oppor- 
tunity of putting our case before 
the Government. The Government is 


powerful positively and negatively. No, 


small fraction of their power is due to 
the fact, unprecedented in my memory 
of this House, that nobody wants to 
be in their place. So strongly do I feel 
on that subject that I have told some 
of my good friends on the other side of 
the House—where I have many with 
whom I pair in order to allow them to 
get to bed at a reputable hour—that if 
ever the Government got into a tight 
place my pair must be up, because | 
should like to be free to come to their 
rescue. I cannot on this occasion, 


the coal. 


me on this occasion to vote against the 
Government, but I take this view of the 
position. I think most of us here are 
in favour of the war which was forced 
upon us, and therefore it would be un- 
fair on our part to try and avoid our 
responsibilities with regard to 1t. We 
look, of course, to the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer to try and impose taxes in 
such a way as not to be unfair to any 
class. Now, in addition to the loan of 
£60,000,000, he has increased the in- 
come tax, has imposed a duty on sugar, 
which hits all classes, and he is now 
asking us to vote this ls. tax on exported 
coal. The coalowners and miners object 
to anything like a tax of this description, 
because they say it will fall on them 
and not upon the foreigner who buys 
We have heard similar state- 
ments before with regard to the 
Workmen’s Compensation Act, and | 
hope the time will come when the 
coalowners and the miners will have 
to admit that this tax has not fallen 
upon them but on the consumer. The 
coalowners say it will injure the export 
trade, reduce production of coal, and 
consequently the wages of the miners ; 
but with regard to exportation it has 
been already pointed out that of the 
total amount of 44,000,000 tons only 
5,600,000 are exported to Germany, 
while the other seven-eighths of the total 
amount are sent to countries where 
there is very little competition with us. 
Take, for example, Russia. North Russia 
is bound to have our coals, and there is 


/no other country which could compete 


because I think they are so absolutely | 


in the wrong. 
rescue now; I fear I must leave them 
where they are until they get us out of 
the horrible mess into which they have 
everywhere landed us. 

CoLoNEL ROPNER (Stockton): As a 
new Member I feel some diffidence in 
following the eloquent Member who 


Mr. Burt. 


1 cannot come to their | 


with us there. The same remark applies 
to Norway, Sweden, and Denmark, also 
Italy and Spain. 

In eastern France we have to compete 
with the German coal, but that is 
because German coal has to bear no sea 


freight in that part of France, it merely 





comes across the frontier into France, 
and consequently is well able to compete 
with us. I maintain, however, that, so 
far as the rest of Irance is concerned, 
this tax will have no effect upon the 
exportation from] this country. As to 
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German coal, owing to the heavy rail- 
way,dues, it cannot compete with us, the 
sea freight from this country being 
much cheaper. There is one country 


where it may affect us, and that is Ger- | 


many, and | admit that Westphalian and 
Siberian coal may to some extent push out 
our trade. Now, we have heard a good 
deal to-night about the coalowners and 
the miners, but we have not heard a 
word said about the shipowners. A 
share of this tax may fall upon 
the shipowners, and, in point of fact, 
has already done so. That is proved 
by the fact that since it was seen that 
such a tax was likely to be imposed 
on coal, coal freights, especially to near 
ports, have fallen 1s. per ton, so that 
the whole of the tax is paid by the ship- 
owners and not a penny by the coal- 
owners or ‘miners. No doubt it will 
be said that all that will right itself and 
that ultimately the tax must fall on 
all the different classes interested in the 
export trade, which I dispute. I think 


it will mainly fall upon the foreigner, | 


who must have our coal. How far this 
tax will interfere with the export trade 
will be discovered in the future, but 
we have this to look forward to, that 
the coal being produced will have to 
be sold, and if not exported will have 
to be sold in this country, which will 
probably mean cheaper coal, so that 
the iron and_ steel manutfactories, 
shipbuilding yards, and all kindred 
industries in the country will be 
benefited by the imposition of this 
tax, and the wages of the men em- 
ployed by those trades will increase, so 
that though the wages of the miners may 
suffer, which, however, I dispute, the 
result, so far as labour in these other in- 


industries is concerned, will be beneficial. | 


It has already been pointed out that when 
we part with our coal we are actually 
parting with the capital of this country, 
and although the export trade may 
suffer, the community at large will benefit 
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| we shall see that this tax instead of 
, doing harm will confer great benefits. 
|The right hon. Gentleman on the 
|Front Opposition Bench said that 
he had been told that the Italian 
Government last autumn gave a large 
contract to America because the exporters 
of South Wales could not compete with 
America. I do not doubt, for a moment, 
that what the coal exporter in that 
case was probably true. Last autumn 
and during the whole of last summer 
the price was very high for coal. At 
that particular moment America could 
export to Italy at a less price than 
this country, but the whole of that is 
now changed, as we have now normal 
prices. We are now paying lis. per 
{ton for South Wales coal for which 
last year we paid 25s., and freights from 
‘this country to Italy were 12s. to 13s. 
per ton, whereas to-day they are 8s. to 
Ys. per ton. No doubt Members will see 
at a glance that though America, under 
such conditions at that particular 
time could compete, she cannot do so 
to-day. 

Now, a good deal has been said 
about the India trade. It must be 
well known to those interested in 
the coal and shipping trade that that 
trade has been lost to us because in 
India they are producing coal them- 
selves that they can put into the market 
‘at a much cheaper rate than can be 
/done from this country. Consequently 
the markets at Bombay, Calcutta, and 
| elsewhere are to a great extent lost to 
us, but this ls. a ton will make not 
the slightest difference with regard to 
India. We should bear in mind that the 
fluctuation of freights is considerably 
more than Is. a ton. Freights rise 
even to home ports 1s. a ton in a very 
|short time, and I have seen freights 
ito India fluctuate as much as 5s. in a 
single week ; and, that being the case, | 
| put it to everyone who looks at this ques- 
| tion with an unprejudiced eye, whether 


by this tax. We have heard a great ia tax of ls. per ton on long voyages 
deal to-day with regard to our own in-| would make the slightest difference. 
terests and the interestsof thecommunity. It has also been said that America is 
I maintain that in a question of this | now competing with us in Italy and 
kind we should not look at our own! France, but that is not a fact, and 
interests at all, but in the first place at | American coals cannot be delivered at 


the interest of our constituencies and 
in the second to the interests of the 
community at large, and if we do so, 








/ports such as Marseilles, Malta, and 


Algiers at the same price as English coals. 
With regard to Welsh coal, the only 
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American coal which can approach the| own country, and we think of our own 
Welsh coal in quality is the Pochohantas | case. We therefore do not share to any 
|large extent in the arguments which 


coal, and that coal will not come into 
competition, owing to the higher price 
delivered at European ports, at all so 
far as Europe is concerned, though it 
may do so at the Azores. I listened 
to a debate in this House a_ short 
time ago upon the subject of the Eight 
Hours Bill, and I saw representatives 
from the north of England coal miners 


get up and heard them say that if the, 


Bill was passed the price of coal would 
be increased 2s. or 3s. a ton. If that be 
the case, I cannot see how those gentle- 
men who are prepared to vote for the 
Bill can object to an increase of 1s. a 
ton in the form of a tax. 
is far too much made of this coal tax, 
and I think it will be shown hereafter 
that the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
is right in saying that in the main it 
will fall upon the foreigner, who is 
bound to have our coals, 
objectionable in every form, but we 
are bound to pay our way. I think 
this 1s. a ton export duty is a fair 
duty, and that it will not damage the 
export trade in the slightest degree. | 
should like to say, in conclusion, 
that I am much obliged to the House 
for giving me such a_ good hearing, 
speaking as I do for the first time 
in this assembly. 


I feel that the subject which is before the 
House so closely affects a large number 
of Members representing British 
stituencies that it would be improper on 


con. 


| think there | 


Taxation is; 


have been adduced for and against this 
tax during this debate so far. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer complained 
the other night that the Irish Members 
seemed not to understand and certainly 
not to appreciate the fact that this coal 
tax which he is now imposing is one that 
will not affect Ireland, and he seemed to 
think we were somewhat ungrateful to 
him for taking a new departure in taxa- 
tion. The right hon. Gentleman is 
quite wrong. We thoroughly under- 
stood the meaning of the new tax and 
thoroughly appreciate the fact, for what is 
worth, that he has made a new departure. 
The imposition of this tax upon Great 
Britain which does not affect Ireland 
would seem to be the opening of a new 
era in the history of taxation in Ireland. 
Since 1816 the exactly opposite policy 
has been relentlessly followed by all the 
financial authorities in this House. In 
1816 the burdens which were borne by 
England and Ireland, according to their 
capacity for bearing taxation, were 
mostly due to European wars in which 
Ireland had no say or interest. From 


, that date these burdens were, as I sub- 


mit, most wrongfully, unequally, and 
unfairly periodically reduced or removed, 
while the taxes which hit Ireland were 
not touched at all. Let me give an ex- 
ample of what I mean. In 1816 alone 


} . . . . . 
seventeen and a half millions of taxation 
| were taken off Great Britain, but not a 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : | 


my part to occupy more than a few | 


minutes, and I have no intention of being 
guilty of theimpropriety of making a long 


speech, but I think the House will recog- , 


nise that it is reasonable that a few 
minutes of its time should be afforded, so 
that a general explanation should be 
given of the action the Irish Members in- 
tend to take in this matter. The House 
will not be surprised to hear that we 
take an entirely detached view. We 
look at it from the point of view of our 
Colonel Ropner. 


single farthing was taken off Ireland. 
In 1816 £14,318,573 was taken off the 
income tax in Great Britain, £270,000 
off the house and servants duty, and 
£2,700,722 off the malt duty in Great 
Britain, and not a single farthing was 
taken off the taxes which were pressing 
on Ireland. The same policy was carried 
out from 1823 to 1836. In 1823 
£1,260,000 was taken off the house and 
window duty in Great Britain ; in 1826 
£1,063,000 was taken off the cider and 


spirit duties in Great Britain ; in 1830 


£3,080,000 was taken off the beer and 
cider duties in Great Britain ; in 1832 
£470,000 was taken off candles of 
Great Britain ; in 1833 £593,000 was 
taken off soap in Great Britain ; in 1836 
£293,630 was taken off newspapers. 
During the same period, from 1816 to 
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1836, while taxes were thus being taken | has been put into operation with reference 
off Great Britain, extra imposts were | to this coal tax, while the sugar tax, 
imposed on Ireland—for instance, the | which I regard as a much more serious 


tobacco duty was increased from Is. to 3s. 
La bl e ~ . 
per pound. Then in 1853 the income 


| and 


tax was fraudulently placed upon Ireland, | 


and from 1853 to 1861 the spirit duties 


in Ireland were raised from 3s. 8d. to. 
I mention these facts } 


10s. per gallon. 
to show that during all the century 


from 1816 to the present day there | 


has been no instance of the imposition 
of [taxation which would press lightly 
on Ireland and more heavily on Great 
Britain until the present Budget. 
Therefore 
will not entertain the idea, expressed 


on Ireland, as a whole. 


injurious imposition, has been 
allowed to pass practically without any 
serious opposition from hon. and right 
hon. Gentlemen above the gangway. 
So far as the Irish Party is concerned, 
we feel that if we are able to defeat the 
Government on the coal tax we will defeat 
the Budget, which imposes such injustice 
We are bound 


to attack every part of it in order, if 


possible, to defeat the whole. There 


'is another consideration which, though, 


the right hon. Gentleman | 
lone, is 


the other night, that we Irish Members | 


are unmindful of the fact that in this 
small matter of the coal tax he has made 
a new departure. 
that it was the inauguration of a new 
era and a new policy of the taxation of 
the two countries. The financial policy 
with reference to Ireland has been 
ruinous to the country. It is absolutely 
true to state that to-day the taxation 
for Imperial purposes in Ireland per 
head of the population is double what 
it was at the time of the battle of Waterloo, 
while the same taxation in Great Britain 
is twenty-five per cent. less. I admit to 
the full that in imposing this coal duty 
on Great Britain, which does not touch 
Ireland at all, the right hon. Gentleman 
has made a new departure, and I repeat 


perhaps, it is not entirely a logical 
one which hon. Members 
understand has some influence 
For my part I believe that the 


will 
with us. 


| coal tax will, in the main, fall on the 


I wish it would mean | 


working classes of Great Britain, but I 
am not unmindful of the fact that there 
are many thousands of Irishmen working 
in the mines of Great Britain, and that 
has some influence with me and my 
colleagues in voting against the coal tax, 
which will impose an unjust burden 
ujon, and do considerable injury to, so 
many of our fellow-countrym :n in Nort h- 


/umberland, Durham, and other parts of 


the country. 


But, over and above all these 


considerations, there is one overriding 


that | hope it will be the commencement | 


of a new fiscal policy with reference to 
the two countries. 


| have said so much in consequence | 


of the statement of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer the other night, | 
that we did not rightly understand 


or appreciate the meaning of the impo- 
sition of the coal tax. 


But allow me | 


to say, on behalf of the Irish Members, | 
that we feel constrained to regard this | 


Budget as a whole. 
the Exchequer in his speech to-night 


declared that this resolution dealing | 


with the coal tax was a vital and impor- 
tant part of his Budget. Now this 
Budget as a whole inflicts grave injustice 
upon Ireland, and I may be allowed 
to express my regret and surprise that 
more organised opposition has not been 
offered to the imposition of the sugar 
tax. 1 cannot understand why it is 


that all the machinery of the Opposition ' attitude has been one of resistance to a 


The Chancellor of | 





view which influences the Irish Mem- 
bers. This Budget is necessitated by 
the expenditure by this country on 
the war in South Africa. The record of 
the Irish Party upon this matter is 
perfectly consistent and clean. In 
taking the stand we have in reference to 
this war I believe that Ireland has made 
sacrifices. I believe that in taking the 
attitude that we took and still take we 
have run risks of odium in this country, 
and we have had to face threats of injury 
to the future of Ireland, and to the cause 
of Home Rule. We have been influenced 
in our attitude in regard to this war 
by what we believed to be right and 
just. Hon. Members are quite wrong 
if they imagine that the attitude of 
Ireland is due to the fact that this con- 
test is a contest between Engiand and 
the Boers. I assert that if this contest 
had been, not between England and 
the Boers, but between any Continental 
nation and the Boers, our attitude would 
have been precisely the same. Our 
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policy which we believe to be one of greed, | kind, and that the Chancellor of the 
spoliation, and devastation ; an attitude | Exchequer will find before many days are 
in defence of a brave nationality over. The other matter is that the 
struggling for their freedom ; and I do Chancellor of the Exchequer admitted 
not think that in the long run Ireland for the first time to-night that this tax 
will suffer anything from having taken | would be an obstruction to trade. That 
its stand on these lines. Still, hon. | is what we have said over and over again, 
Members must recognise and admit | and it is because this tax is an obstruction 
that in taking this attitude we have | to trade that we oppose it so stre nuously, 
faced probable injury and much odium | For my part, I should not object toa tax 
and misrepresentation, at any rate| which would hit the rich coal-owners, 
during the present, and they ought to | but I am not at all sure that the Chan- 
give us credit for the sincerity of that | cellor of the Exchequer invented this tax 
attitude. We have been consistent from merely because he thought that last year 
first to last in that attitude, and here to-| and the year before these people could 
night we declare that even though the | afford to bear the burden. ‘There is, 
coal tax does not press on Ireland, and | however, a method of getting at the 
although the imposition of the tax does | incomes which these gentlemen have 
hit Great Britain and not Ireland, and been having for the last year or two, 
seems to open a new era in fiscal policy | without placing a tax on the trade of the 
with relation to Ireland, still we shall) country, and without turning our backs 
refuse to vote for it, because it is raised on the policy of free trade. Why does 
for the purpose of carrying on this war. not the right hon. Gentleman introduce 
Having said so much, I would be acting a graduated income tax? | have argued 
improperly if | continued my speech and before now in favour of a graduation in 
stood in the way of Members who are the income tax, and, so far as [am aware, 
directly interested in the great coal trade, | the only objection to it is the difficulty 
and who are desirous of bringing their | of collection. But this tax is graduated 
views before the House. in other countries without difficulty, 
Mr. SAMUEL EVANS: I do not | and could be so graduated in this country. 
think it right that this debate should | The effect would be that you would se- 
proceed further without the views being | CUre a certain portion of the incomes of 
heard of that one part of the country these millionaires. And it would not be 
which probably will be hit more than unfair to them, for if they are successful 
any other portion ef the kingdom. [| 12 one year they would pay much, and 
dare say in the course of the discussion | #f unsuccessful in another year they 
we shall have some observations from | Would pay less. In that way you would 
my hon. friend the Member for Merthyr | 2% burden trade with a tax which it 
Tydvil, who occupies in South Wales the | C@nnot bear. 
same position as the hon. Member for} I am not going to say who will 
Chester-le-Street does in the North of} bear the greater proportion of this 
England. The House will have heard | tax ; but the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
certainly two things to-day at which | apparently conceded to-night that it was 
they must have been surprised. One) only a small proportion of the tax that 
of these was a statement of the Chancellor | will be borne by the foreign consumer. 
of the Exchequer which will create the | What is important to consider is whether 
greatest dissatisfaction in the country, | or not the trade of this country in coal 
and which may create disturbances has such a monopoly that you can afford 
which he did not for a moment expect. | to laugh at competition. That is the 
We have always thought that this tax | question. If any one could say that the 
was a bad one. When we heard the | _trade can afford to brave all competition, 
proposal of the Government for the first | ‘then probably we might with a light 
time, we at any rate thought that it was | heart this year impose some tax of this 
a temporary tax for a limited number| kind. But when we can show that, 
of years; but the Chancellor of the| even at the present moment, the com- 
Exchequer has said to-night that he is| petition of countries abroad is severe, 
satisfied that the tax will be a permanent | surely that is a matter which ought to 
one. That is a matter which may in-| make us pause long before we give our 
volve consequences of a far-reaching ' sanction to a tax of this kind. [ could 


Mr. John Redmond. 
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rove to the House in a few moments 
that the competition has been so keen 


up to now that we cannot afford to | 


laugh at it. The Chancellor of the 


Exchequer made some comparisons and | 


quoted some figures, but he took the 
worst year on the one hand and the best 
year on the other. I say that is not a 
fair comparison. He took the year 
1891 and said what were our exports 
then, and compared them with the 
exports in 1900, without telling the 
House that in 1891 the coal trade was 
at its very lowest, whereas in 1900 it 
was at its very best. What we have to 
consider is the American market. It has 
been conceded, in the course of the debate 
this evening, that some American coal 
is very nearly as good as some of the best 
Welsh steam coal. Anyone can show 
that America has advanced by leaps and 
bounds in the last ten years. In 1890-1 
the exports of coal from America were 
1,932,000 tons, while in the year 
1900 they amounted practically to eight 
million tons. Now, of course, these 
figures are small compared to the British 
figures, but when we look at the 
proportion we see that the export trade 
of America has quadrupled in ten years. 
No such figures can be produced in 
respect of the British 
is perfectly clear that America is intent 
on driving out our trade in the 
Mediterranean. We know that there is 
a proposal to grant a subsidy of two 
millions sterling in order to cheapen 
freights. We know that great American 
merchants are over in this country 
trying to arrange to buy more than a 
million tons of British shipping. What 
does that mean ? It means that America 
sees that the question of delivering her 
coal at the Mediterranean ports is a ques- 
tion of freights. That is a fact, surely, 
proving that this is not the time for 
us to place a tax of this kind on coal 
which may drive us out almost entirely 
from the Mediterranean trade. The 
exports of American coal to European 
countries in the year 1889 were only 
35,222 tons ; in the year 1900 they had 
gone up to 635,237 tons. The coal trade 
with South America shows the same 
advance. At one time we had a great 
deal of that export trade. In 1890 the 
American export to South America 
amounted to 49,355 tons, but in 1900 
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| exports of America to the British West 
| Indies, including Bermuda, were 
| 760,879 tons, and to the United Kingdom 
| 89,271 tons. America competes with us 
at the River Plate, and not very long ago 
| American coal exporters actually got a 
‘contract from the Italian Government 
‘for the Italian fleet. These are facts. 
Surely this country ought to pause before 
| putting Is. per ton on the export of coal 
which faces a strong competition coming 
‘from the other side of the Atlantic in our 
/own markets. ‘The exports of coal from 
'Germany in 1890 were 9,000,000 tons ; 
in 1900 they had gone up to 15} million 
_tons ; and undoubtedly the competition 
in the markets of Japan, India, and China 
| will be far keener in the future than in 
‘the present day. 

That is not all. We see that we 
_are losing markets, and we know per- 
'fectly well that when a market is 
‘once lost it is difficult, or impossible, 
to regain it. To use a current phrase, 
‘one ton taken from Great Britain means 
a ton gained by somebody else. A great 
deal has been said of the Cardiff trade. 
but the Return shows that there was a 
decrease in the exports from Cardiff 
in 1900 as compared with 1899 of 
421,769 tons. I will quote the figures 
| in regard to some of the markets, just to 
show where the pinch comes in. There 
is a decrease in the export of coal to Italy 
—I have shown that America is exporting 
coal to Italy—of from 2,211,253 tons in 
1899 to 2,008,754 tons in 1900. Take 
Roumania, where coal is now being taken 
from Germany. In fact, a very con- 
siderable contract has just been placed 
from Roumania in Germany which up 
to the present time has been given to 
Cardiff. The exports from Cardiff to 
Roumania were in 1899 158,658 tons, 
and in 1900 only 46,828 tons. I have 
shown that from Cardiff, where there is 
the very best Welsh steam coal, a very 
considerable decrease has taken place 
in our exports ; therefore, surely, we are 
right in warning the House that this 
is not the time to place an export duty on 
coal or to turn our back on the traditional 
free trade policy of this country. I am 
afraid that, when we come to the details 
of this matter, we see accumulative 
evidence that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer took very little trouble to 





it had risen to 214,126 tons. The 
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imposing this tax. He seems to have] which have apparently produced a great 
approached the matter somewhat in this | deal of irritation in his mind. One and 
fashion :—‘‘ I want a couple of millions, | all of these deputations informed the 
but I dare not take it from the income | Chancellor of the Exchequer that they 
tax, because my supporters, who can | could not hear of any such proposal, 
bear the burden, will object. But, | They said that that was not the way the 
oh! there are the coalowners '’—and | trade of this country had been built up, 
the hon. Baronet referred to them with | and that they would not even suggest 
what I thought was a spice of malicein to the foreigner anything of the kind, 
his voice—‘* Let us put a tax on these, We are in a hopeless difficulty with 
great coalowners.”” In this way the, regard to these contracts. No one knows 
right hon. Gentleman, no doubt, came who is to pay the duty, and that is one of 
to propose the tax without any con-|the difficulties which the Chancellor of 
sideration for one of the most important | the Exchequer even at the present 
factors in the situation, referred to by moment is unable to solve, and he is not 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member even able to say when he will put 
for West Monmouthshire. It is almost | before the House his proposal with 
inconceivable that the Chancellor of the reference to these contracts. 

Exchequer of this country should pro-| I am impartial with reference to the 
pose a tax from which he expected to} question of bunker coal; but there 
receive two millions, and that, before | is another branch of this subject which 
the resolution is passed by the House,|I wish to touch upon, especially with 
he should have to acknowledge that the | reference to Glamorganshire. When the 
half of the tax must go. But that is not | South Wales coal trade is mentioned, it 
the whole situation. It is not fair,|is imagined that the great steam col- 
however rich a man may be, however | lieries in the Rhondda Valley are referred 
well he can afford to bear the burden, | to. No difference is made between the 
to tell him that although he has entered | best quality and the worst quality of 
into a contract on the Ist January, | Welsh coal, and it is proposed to put a 
according to the custom of the trade, | shilling a ton on the best steam coal and 
he must pay 1s. per ton on all coal he | on the poorest household coal. In other 
exports. Taking the whole country | words, you are putting exactly the same 
over, the right hon. Gentleman has | duty on coal selling at 15s. a ton as on 
become aware that 50 per cent. of the | coal selling at 7s. or 8s. a ton. If the 
export of coal for the next twelve months | right hon. Gentleman inquired, he would 
has been contracted for in advance. | find that every mile west of Cardiff the 
Now you cannot differentiate these con- | collieries become poorer. Already col- 
tracts, and there goes a million of the jlieries have been shut up, and un- 
tax. The right hon. Gentleman omitted | doubtedly others will be shut up as a 
all reference in his speech to existing | direct result of placing this imposition 
contracts, and when asked about them, on this trade. I am told by an hon. 
he replied that he did not know that! friend that thirty small collieries are 
that was a very important matter, but | already closed in Glamorganshire. That 
that he should think we could put a is a serious matter. It is not a question 
provision in the Finance Bill breaking | of coalowners only ; it is also a question 
the contract, unless the foreigner were | of coal miners, and the whole community 
willing to pay the Is. tax.. From no’ surrounding the colleries, and as the 
part of the country has the Chancellor of | right hon. Gentleman has up to the 
the Exchequer had any kind of support present declined to make any difference 
for that immoral suggestion. He may | between coal of good quality and coal of 
attack the coalowners and the millionaires inferior quality, he cannot be surprised 
as much as he likes, but not one of them | at the feeling exhibited among the small 
has ever suggested that he should break | colliery proprietors at the extraordinary 
his contract because the foreigner would | tax which is going to be imposed on 
not pay this tax. I have read with great|them. I am not here to defend the 
care the proceedings of the deputations | large colliery owners at all. I have nota 
which have appeared before the right| penny interest in coal myself; my 





hon. Gentleman from time to time, and | interest arises entirely from regard for 


Mr. Samuel Evans. 
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the poor mining population, and [| particular colliery alone, I am told that, 
believe with my hon. friend the Mem- | while there was a large profit last year 
ber for Morpeth that the person who | and the year before, if the receipts were 

will have to pay the greater part of this estimated from the beginning the average 

imposition is the poor miner himself. | profit would only amount to 1} per cent. 
Anything that affects a trade of this kind per annum. Therefore, instead of im- 
must affect wages, and must affect wages | posing burthens on people who have sunk 
before it affects anything else. It is not | their money in collieries, why did not the 
merely that the small collieries which right hon. Gentleman put at least a part 
have been able to keep alive, many of of the burthen on the people who receive 
them by reason of the good years—last | mining royalties ? Ifa tax of 2d. or 1d. 
year and the year before—may be closed, | were put on all coal produced in the coun- 
but we are also hampering the dev elop- | try, it would at all events have the advan- 
ment of the coal industry in places where ‘tage of not making a difference between 
pits have not yet been sunk. Are we, | one colliery and another, merely because 
by putting this tax on coal, encouraging | one exported coal and the other did not. 
people to put their money into the coal If Id. a ton were put on all coal pro- 
industry ! Undoubtedly one result of duced in the country, and Id. tax also 
this tax will be that colliery dev elopment on mining royalty receivers, the right 
will be retarded for many years to come. | hon. Gentleman would have double the 
There is the further question of manu-/|two millions which he is going to have 
factured articles, which was also airily out of the dislocation and disturbance of 
dismissed by the right hon. Gentleman | the coal trade, The coal-mining com- 
as of no importance at all. Patent fuel | munity and the country are lookingat this 
isa very important trade in this country, | matter with keen eyes and with very keen 
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and the coke trade is also very important, | 
and yet we are placing this tax on these | 
manufactured articles. 


All these matters show that the tax is | 
) country into a state of disturbance, and 


ill-considered, and is unsound in principle | 
and in policy. It is admitted that it | 
will hamper trade. The right hon. 
Gentleman the Chancellor — of 
Exchequer said that it would not 
“destroy” trade. He wants total destruc- | 
tion apparently before he will acknow- 
ledge any valid objection to the tax. 
Surely it is enough to show that it will 


| by the Chancellor of the Exchequer. 
| be it from me to suggest any course 


| of the Exchequer to his knees, 
the | 


| intellects, and are not to be frightened 


Far 
which would throw the whole of this 


which would bring even the Chancellor 
but it is 
a matter he has to consider. He has seen 
a deputation of miners. They are con- 
vinced that the trade in which they earn 


| their livelihood, if it is not going to be 
| destroyed, is, at any rate, going to be very 
| seriously injured. 


would be the 


What 


injure trade and hamper trade, and bring | consequences of a strike over the whole 


hardship to small mining communities, | 


When the right hon. Gentleman was 
looking about for people on whom to 
place a burden of taxation in this country | 
I am surprised that he did not find one | 
party who are also associated with the, 
coal industry, but who do nothing what- | 
ever except receive money from it. 
Collieries have paid last year which | 
have not paid dividends for years pre-| 


viously. | have got instance after 
instance showing that many collieries | 


country ? It would affect not only the 
coal industry, but every industry in the 
country. That is a calamity which | 
hope will not occur, but there is naturally 
fear of it if this tax is proceeded with. At 
any rate, | think we have been able to 
show that by this tax the Government 


are doing an injury to an important trade 


from which it may not be able to recover 
even by the removal of the tax in future 


| years. 


have not paid a dividend at all for ten,! *Mr. PLUMMER (Neweastle-on-Tyne) : 


twelve, or fourteen years. 
large colliery in my own constituency, | 
employing 800 men, that did not pay a/| 
dividend from 1884 to 1889, and yet the | 


Chancellor of the Exchequer compared |to intrude on its attention. 


There is one | 


I am well aware that it is the established 
‘custom in this House, when’ a new 
'Member speaks for the first time, to 
make some sort of apology for venturing 
Tf I omit 


the profits from these collieries for the|that apology to-night 1 am sure the 
years 


1900 and 1897. 


Taking this} House will excuse “the omission, when 
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it remembers that the subject under | sincerity, although the assertion may 


discussion is coal, and that the consti- | 


tuencyfof which I have the honour to be| side, that no part of 


one of New- 
castle. 
many 


terms, 


the © representatives is 
Neweastle 
generations been 
and it has been impossible to 
think of the one without at the same 
time recalling the other. If it be true—as 
I believe as regards the past it is true— 
that, in the words of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, coal has been the 
life-blood of this nation, and that it is 
coal that has made this country what 


it is, with much greater force and 
greater emphasis can the same declara- 


tion be made with respect to Neweastle. 
lf, however, | have not commenced 
with an apology, I must commence with 
an expression of regret that, on the first 


and coal have for)! 
synonymous | 


|detined it as one which fell on 


occasion on which | venture to address | 


this House, I should find 
Opposition to His Majesty’s Government 
rather than being in a position to offer 


myself in | 


‘the imposition of the suga1 


them that whole-hearted support which | 


and I would much prefer to do, and 
although I cannot expect the House gene- 
rally to appreciate my position, [know full 
well that hon. Members from the North of 
England, on whichever side of the House 
they sit, will believe me when I say that 
though the situation comes to me with 
all the freshness of novelty, it brings 


'be received with irony from the other 
the country is 
more fully prepared to pay its fair and 
equitable share of the burthen which 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer is now 
bound to impose. My whole argument 
and my whole contention is, and my 
rising will be useless on this occasion if 
I cannot prove it, that the burthen 
which the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
is imposing on the North of England 
and certain other districts of the country 
is unfair in its direct result, and unjust 
in its indirect consequences. The right 
hon. Gentleman in his Budget speech, 
with reference to the sugar tax, laid 
down a definition of what he considered 
to be a fair and equitable tax. He 
the 
country generally, and the hon. Member 
the Leader of the Irish party expressed a 
few minutes ago his astonishment that 
tax had 
caused no outery compared with the 
outcry against the imposition of the coal 


duty. But the reason is obvious, the 
sugar tax is recognised as a fair and 


equitable burthen on the whole country, 
whereas the coal tax falls unfairly and 


,inequitably on certain districts only. 


to me none of the delights which some | 


hon. Members on this side of the House— 
the hon. Member for Kings Lynn, for 
example, seem to experience, judging by 
the number of times they 


operation. But if Parliamentary repre- 
sentation means anything, it surely 


means the right of a constituency to 
make its voice heard in a constitutional 
manner, when any subject which materi- 
ally concerns not only its present but 
its future welfare is under discussion 
in this House. 

Let me say at the very outset that 
I do not believe that the opposition 
which comes to this tax from the 


North of England comes to it because 
> | 
it Is not an} 


it is atax. In other words, 
opposition to bearing a fair share of the 
burthen which the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer is bound to impose on the 
country on the present occasion. There 
is no other district which has more fully 
supported His Majesty's Government 
in their South African policy than the 
north of England. and J say it with all 
Mr. Plummer. 


repeat the | 


The right hon. Gentleman said that 
he wanted a tax which everyone would 
pay. How far doesthe coal duty comply 
with that condition? How far does it 
come up te the standard which he himeeli 


has laid down with regard to the sugar 
} fan] Land 


jon the whole of that trade, 





duty. The tax does not fall on the 
whole country, but only upon one trade, 
and that one of the most important 
trades in the country. It does not fall 
but only 
on the export trade, for it does not 
touch the large and important coal- 
fields in the Midlands and Staffordshire. 
Again, it does not fall equitably even on 
the whole export trade, for so long as 
the tax is maintained on its present 
basis, and not placed on an ad valorem 
basis, it falls most unfairly on North- 
umberland small coal, say at 6s. per ton, 
compared with Cardiff coal at 16s. a ton. 
I repeat, therefore, that by this tax a 
heavier burden will be placed on New- 
castle and the north of England than 
on any other part of the country. New- 
castle is the second most important coal 


exporting centre in the country. No 
less than fourteen million tons were 
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exported last year, 


Ways-and 


and, 


already heard from the eloquent lips of , 
Member for Morpeth, 70 to | right hon.Gentleman’s confidence. Since 


the hon. 
80 per cent. of Northumberland coal | 
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pay this tax. IL wish I could share the 


this proposal was first suggested I have 


is exported. Upon the maintenance of | | received innumerable communications 
that trade on its present level many of | from the north of England all pointing 


us believe depends the prosperity of 
many thousands in the north of England, 
and it is the contemplation on the part | 
of the Chancellor of the Exchequer of a_ 
possible decrease in the export trade | 
which I firmly believe has caused more 
alarm and anxiety in certain districts of 
the country, particularly in the North 
af England, than any other portion of 
his Budget speech. Much capital has 
already been expended in connection with 
the development of the coal export trade. | 
The North Eastern Railway Company | 
has spent hundreds of thousands of 
pounds in erecting coal shipping staithes | 
at Dunston, on the Tyne, for the’! 
purpose of dealing with the develop-| 
ment of this trade. I am well aware | 
that the right hon. Gentleman views 
with equanimity the possible decrease 
of the coal export trade, but is there | 
any need after all to check the increase | 
in that trade? Are not the inventions | 
of science likely, long before our coal 
are exhausted, to enable us 
toeconomise and prolong the life of our 
coalfields ? 1 believe scientific invention | 
is pointing more and more every day 
to the time when coal may not even be 
worth the cost of winning. Some hon. 
Members have spoken in this House 
from the point of view of the coal-| 
owner. 1 could almost imagine I see 
the hon. Member for Chester-le-Street 
shuddering in his seat at the idea that 
coal may some day lose its value, but mv | 
advice to him and to others, if they will | 
allow me to give it, is, sell it while you can, 
and make hay while the sun shines—even | 
out of coal. 
mittee of this House | heard an eminent | 
Counsel claim on behalf of a new gas | 


resources 


that by its use 1,000 tons of coal would | tion of doing. 
saine horse-power which | said in his Budget speech that we must 
not, in aiming at revenue, sacrifice trade. 
Yet this is just the fear which animates 


produce the 
now require a consumption of no less | 
than 5,000 tons of coal. Sir Frederick | 
Bramwell prophesied at the same Com-| a 


mittee that in something like a quarter | population of this country, 
tainly in the north of England. No one 
will be more glad than I to find that 
those fears are unfounded, 


of a century the steam engine, the | 
greatest and most wasteful consumer of | 
coal, would, figuratively speaking, only | 


| already 


‘it has been secured by America. 


on a 
than fifty years ago, at a time when our 
export trade only 
and-a-half million tons, instead of being 
between 
as at present. 
| one 
of the 
Only this week in a Com-| trade, but many a man has ultimately 
‘found that he had done that which 
honestly and sincerely he had no inten- 


to the fact that contracts have been 


_ obtained at a profit of less than Is., and in 


many cases at far less than 1s. I confess 1 
fail to see under these circumstances how 
the north of England—and after all we 
must look after our particular constituen- 
cies in this House—is to maintain its pre- 
eminence as a coal-exporting district 
if this tax is to be imposed. I do not 
wish to deal at any length with the 
question of the competition of West- 
phalian and other Continental coal, 
but it is an important fact, which has 
been mentioned, that to Ham- 
burg alone there was exported last year no 
less than four million tons; therefore | 
cannot view with the calmness of some 
hon. Members the possibility of the future 
competition of America. I read the 
other day of an inportant contract for 
no less than 100,000 tons which had 
been placed by the Paris Gas Company 
in the United States. That contract 
formerly came to this country, but now 
No one 
will be more glad than I will be to find 
that my fears are unfounded, but I am 


‘afraid that we are experimenting with a 


trade which cannot afford to be experi- 
mented with. What experience have we 
had? Our only experience is founded 
tax which was in existence more 
amounted to one- 
forty-five and fifty millions 
I do not believe for 
moment that the Chancellor 
Exchequer desires to injure 


The right hon. Gentleman 
large and important section of the 
and cer- 


but at the 


be found in one place, and that a present moment they undoubtedly exist. 
Inuseum. | 
1 know that the Chancellor of the Ex- 


There are so many 
many complications in connection with 


difficulties and so 











Means. 
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this tax, that I still hope the right hon. | full and free discussion to this question, 
Gentleman will reconsider whether it is} and that hon. Members will not make 
necessary to impose it. I am not here; the conduct of business more difficult 
pleading for the coal-owners. They are | than it need be in view of the arrange- 
well able to plead their own case, and they | ment I am now glad to enter into. 
have capable representatives sitting on! Debate adjourned till Monday next. 
the benches opposite. It is because [ | ’ 
believe that the prosperity of the coal| CONTINUANCE OF ADDITIONAL EXcisE 
trade and the coal-owners—perhaps un- | Duty ON Spirits. 
fortunately, but yet undoubtedly—is| Resolution reported— 

wrapped up with the prosperity of the} “That the additional Excise duty on 
shipping trade, and to a certain extent spirits, imposed by section seven of the 
also with the shipbuilding trade, the | Finance Act, 1900, shall continue to be 





mining industry, and indeed of trade in 
general, that | venture to support the 
plea that for the present, at any rate, the 


imposition of this tax should be with- | 
drawn, and that a longer time may be | 


available to consider what its possible 
result may be. Before sitting down, 


should like to say again how sorry I am | 


that I am not on this occasion in agree- 
ment with the large majority of hon. 
Members on this side of the House, and 


also with the right hon. Gentleman the | 
I beg to | 
thank the House sincerely for the atten- | 


Chancellor of the Exchequer. 


tion it has kindly given me. 


Sir EDWARD GREY (Northumber- | 


land, Berwick): I beg to move the 
adjournment of the debate. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 


SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, | 


E.): I confess it is with much 
regret | hear the motion that has 
been made by the hon. Baronet 
opposite. | had hoped that, in accord- 
ance with what | think is the almost in- 
variable precedent, we should have dis- 


posed of this preliminary stage of the) 
Budget without any very prolonged | 
The custom of this House has | 


debate. 
been to reserve its lengthy formal debates 


until the second reading of the Budget | 


Bill, and the discussion of the details of the 


Budget to the Committee stage of the. 
But I have to recognise that in this | 


Bill. 
case, at all events, the general sense of the 
House is against that practice—a whole- 


some practice as | venture to think it— | 


and | have to admit that I do not think 
it would be possible to conclude a debate, 
the importance of which I recognise, at a 
reasonable hour to-night. In these cir- 
cumstances I shall assent, so far as [ am 


concerned, to the motion of the hon. | 


Member opposite, and we shall of course 

resume the debate on Monday next. I 

hope the House will recognise that, at all 

events, we have done our best to give 
Mr, Plummer. 





charged until the first day of August, 
nineteen hundred and two.” 

| Resolution read a second time. 

| Motion made, and Question proposed, 
|’ That this House doth agree with the 


, 


| Committee in the said Resolution.’ 
Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) said that the 
| Irish Members were not at all satisfied 
| with the reply of the Chancellor of the 
| Exchequer as to the temporary duty on 
spirits being continued for at least 
another year. They considered that 
that was a breach of faith, and that an 
‘important Irish industry was _ being 
unfairly handicapped by the perpetua- 
tion of the duty. They had that night 
an example of the manner in which 
British and Welsh members could 
protest against a tax which in their 
opinion unfairly handicapped a_ trade 
in which they were interested, and on 
behalf of a great Irish industry he ven- 
‘tured to repeat the protest which was 
made at an earlier stage of the Budget, 
und to express the hope that if the tax 
were to be continued for another year 
they would obtain an assurance that it 
would not be continued definitely. 
It would be the duty of the Nationalist 
Members to protest on every possible 
occasion against the continuation of this 
tax, and they would therefore divide the 
House upon the Resolution. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longiord, N.) 
desired to support the appeal of the hon. 
| Member for North Cork. Strict teeto- 
tallers might think it a good thing that 
| this tax should be continued, but as the 

industry was in such a condition that 
even the small imposition of 6d. per gal- 
lon tended to cripple it, he strongly 
urged the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
to consider the advisability of remitting 
‘this burden, or, at any rate, to give the 
| House some indication of the future 
‘intentions of the Government in regard 
| to the matter. 
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{2 May 1901} 


Means. 558 


Mr. McDERMOTT (Kilkenny, N.) | spent 1s. on whisky, paid 5d. in the tax. 
asked the Chancellor of the Exchequer | Such a condition of things could not be 


to consider the advisability of preventing 
distillers, wine merchants, and the trade 
generally, from taking whisky out of 
bond before it was three years old. 
Irish whisky had been under a cloud for 


some time because it had not received fair | 
play. The Inland Revenue authorities | 


allowed whisky to be taken out of bond 
before it was even a year old, and that 
whisky, when put upon the market, was 
unfit for consumption. The sale of this 
immature liquor was ruining the Irish 
whisky trade, and in the interests of one 
of the few industires remaining to Ireland 
some such precaution as had been sug- 
gested should be taken. 


Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.) thought | 


the Chancellor of the Exchequer should 
give the House some definite assurance | 
with regard to the duration of this | 
whisky tax. The amount of duty at 
present was very excessive. Out of | 
72s. worth of beer a man paid 8s. in taxes, | 
while out of 72s. worth of whisky the | 
taxes amounted to 27s. 9d. 








justified. The effect of raising the tax 
had been to drive good Irish whisky off 
the English market, and to introduce 
the vile stuff from Germany made fron 
potato spirit and sawdust. 

*Sirk M. HICKS BEACH was under- 
stood to say that in consequence of the 
form of the Resolution imposing this tax 
the question would in any case come 
before the House next year, and hon. 
Members, if satisfied that the conditions 
of public finance did not require its 
continuance, would be able to raise 
objection to it. He pointed out that last 


' year he did not make a definite promise 


to remit the duty this year. What he 
said when the additional duty was 
imposed was that he hoped to be able to 
repeal it this year, but, unfortunately, 


|as everybody was aware, that hope had 


not been realised. 
Mr. MCDERMOTT: What about the 
whisky in bond for three years ? 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: That is a 


Therefore, | question which I cannot answer at this 


the English workman who shouted for | moment. 


the war when he spent 1s. on beer paid 
only 14d. in the tax, whereas the Irish- 
man who protested against the war, if he | 





Noes, 58. 


Question put. 
The House divided: Ayes, 
(Division List No. 167.) 


230 ; 


AYES. 


Acland- Hood, Capt.SirAlexF. 





Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus H. Eden 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline Fitzroy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r) 
Balfour, Capt. C. B.( Hornsey) 
Balfour Rt HnGerald W (Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Beach, RtHn.SirM. H.(Bristol) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Col. Henry 

Bond, Edward 

Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bull, William James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 

Caldwell, James 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C. W(Derbyshire 





Cecil, Eveiyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hon.J.(Birm 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r.) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edwaid 

Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 


Cox, IrwinEdwardBainbridge | 
| Green, WalfordD.(Wednesb’ry 
| Greene,HenryD.(Shrewsbury) 
| Greene, W.Raymond-(Cambs. ) 


Cranborne, Viscount 
Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dalziel, James Henry 


Davies,SirHoratioD.(Chath’m | 


Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford,Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Evrns, Samuel T.(Glamorgan) 
Faber, George Denison 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 





Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edw. Algernon 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 

Foster, Sir Walter (DerbyCo.) 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Godson,SirAugustusFrederick 
Gordon,Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gordon,Maj Evans- (TrWlets 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 


Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. [vor Churchill 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Guthrie, Walter Murra 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG. (Mid’x 
Hamilton, Marq. of(Lond’nd’ry 
Hanbury,Rt. Hon. RobertWm. 
Hardy, Laurence(Kent, Ashf’d 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Heath, ArthurHoward(Hanley 
Heath, James(Staffords. N. W.) 
Helder, Augustus 
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Helme, Norval Watson { 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Higginbottom, S. W. 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) | 
Hobhouse,C. E. H. (Bristol,E.) | 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset,E. | 
Hope,J F. (Sheffield, Briyhtside | 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, W.) 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T.( Denbigh 
Kenyon, James (Lancs., Bury) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 
Keswick, William 

Knowles, Lees 

Lawson, John Grant 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lee, A. H. (Hants, Fareham) 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) | 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry C. 
Leveson-Gower,FrederickN.S | 
Levy, Maurice 

Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, 8.) 
Lensdale, John Brownlee 
Lowther, C. (Cumb.,|Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
Lyttleton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, Rt. Hn. W.G. E. 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles(Liverpool) 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire | 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. 


Adjournment of 


Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Boland, John 

Boyle, James 
Burke, E. Haviland- 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) | 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, Wm. J. 

Farrell, James Patrick 
Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhocly, James 
Hammund, John 


| Molesworth, Sir Lewis 


| Partington, Oswald 


| Price, Robert John 


| Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
| Round, James 


| Hayden, J ohn Patrick 


| M‘Dermott, Patrick 
| M‘Fadden, Edward 


{COMMONS} 
Milward, Colone! Victor 


Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morgan, Dvd.J(Walthamstow 
Morgan, HnFred.{Monm’thsh. 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Moss, Samuel 

Mount, William Arthur 
Muntz, Philip A. 
Murray, Rt. = A. G. (Bute | 
Nicholson, William Graham | 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 


Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Percy, Earl 

Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 


Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, - Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Ratcliffe, R. F. 

Rea, Russell 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, HonM. W.(Stalybridge 
Rigg, Richard 

titchie, RtHon Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney 
tobinson, Brooke 

Roe, Sir Thomas 





Rutherford, John 
NOES. 


Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Leamy, Edmund 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Cann, James 


M‘Govern, T. 
Minch, Matthew 
Mooney, John J. | 
Morton,Edw.J.C.(Devonport) | 
Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, J. | 
Nolan,Col. JohnP.(Galway,N. | 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) | 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid) | 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
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Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford. 
Sadler, Col.Samuel Alexander 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Lei h) 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W, 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, Wm. Edward T. 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, H. C. (North, Tyneside, 
Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 

Stock, James Henry 
Stroyan, John 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G(Oxf'dUniy, 
Thomas, A bel (Carmarthen,E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thomas, J A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Ure, Alexander ; 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Wason, JohnCathcart(Orkney) 
Welby, Sir Chas.G. E. (Notts) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-u.-Lyne) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson,A.Stanley (York,E.R.) 
Wilson, J. W.( Worcestersh.,N. 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
A ene fe William 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’ Dowd, John 

O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Shee, James John 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.(Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Roche, John 

Sullivan, Donal 

Thompson, E.C.(Monaghan,N. 
Tully, Jasper 


| Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


Ordered, That it be an Instruction | then agreed to by the House, that they 
to the Gentlemen appointed to bring in | k 
a Bill upon the Resolutions reported ;the said Resolution.—(Mr. 
from the Committee of Ways and Means | of the Exchequer.) 
on the 29th day of this instant April, and | 


do make provision therein pursuant to 


Chancellor 


Adjourned at half after Twelve of 


the clock. 
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Private Bill 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Friday. 3rd May, 1901. 
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LORD DUNSANY. 

Report made from the Lord Chancellor 
that the right of Edward John Moreton 
Drax, Baron of Dunsany, to vote at the 
elections of Representative Peers for 
Ireland has been established to the satis- 
faction of the Lord Chancellor ; read, and 
ordered to lie on the Table. 


TOOK THE OATH. 
The Lord Hawkesbury took the Oath. 


nmoer. 


BILL BUSINESS. 


Alter 


PRIVATE 





oy the 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificate 
from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bill have been complied with : 


eon 


OS Tevet 


lic 


Colwyn Bay and Colwyn Urban 
District Council Gas. 
And the Certificate that the Standing 
: Orders applicable to the following Bill 
have been complied with : 


Spec 


fd 


Metropolitan Police Provisional 
Order. 
The same were ordered to lie on the 


Table. 

MANCHESTER AND LIVERPOOL ELEC- 
TRIC EXPRESS RAILWAY BILL [n..]. 
A witness ordered to attend the Select 

Committee. 


C7) af the coremencerte 


Ok 


LONDON UNITED TRAMWAYS BILLs 
: Examiner’s Certificate of non-com- 
' pliance with the Standing Orders referred 
to the Standing Orders Committee on 
Tuesday next. 


tne 


MANCHESTER CORPORATION BILL 


(H.-L. J. 
Reported from the Select Committee 
with amendments. 


FRODGERS’ PATENT BILL [n.1.]. 
Read 2°. 


Read 2¢, and committed. 
[FourTH SERIES. | 


VOL. XCIII. 





‘3 May 1901} 


PETERSFIELD AND SELSEY GAS BILL. | 





Business. 56% 
MIDLAND RAILWAY BILL. 


| Read 2%, and committed: The Com- 
mittee to be proposed by the Committee 


of Selection. 
$ 


TAFF VALE RAILWAY BILL. 
Read 2¢, and committed. 


| SHEFFIELD CORPORATION BILL [x.1.]. 


SUTTON-IN-ASHFIELD URBAN DIS- 
TRICT (WATER) BILL [u.1.]. 


NITRATE RAILWAYS COMPANY 
BILL [1.1]. 
OTLEY GAS BILL [u.1.]. 


BATH GAS LIGHT AND COKE BILL 
[H.L. J. 
MERSEY DOCKS AND HARBOUR 
BOARD BILL [u.1.]. 
Read 3¢, and 
the Commons. 


passed, and sent to 


WEST AND SOUTH LONDON JUNC- 

TION RAILWAY BILL [4.1.]. 
Standing Order No. 92 considered 
(according to order), and dispensed with, 
with respect to a petition of Owners, &c., 
in Park Lane: Leave given to present 
the said petition. 


GATESHEAD AND DISTRICT TRAM- 
WAYS BILL. 


HORLEY DISTRICT GAS BILL. 


Brought from the Commons ; read 1¢ ; 
and referred to the Examiners. 


ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 2) BILL [u.1.]. 

A Bill to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders made by the Board of Trade under 
the authority of the Gas and Water 
Works Facilities Act, 1870, relating to 
Dearne Valley Water, Mid-Kent Water, 
Perranporth Water, Slough Water, and 
Tilehurst. Pangbourne, and _ District 
Water, was presented by the Earl of 
Hardwicke (for the Earl of Dudley) ; 
read 1“; to be printed, and referred to 
the Examiners. [No. 56.] 


WATER 


ST. BARTHOLOMEW’S HOSPITAL BILL 
[H.L. ]. 
SOUTHPORT WATER (TRANSFER) 


BILL [u.1.]. 


BARROW-IN-FURNESS CORPORATION 
BILL [u.1.]. 


BOLTON CORPORATION BILL [i.1.] 
X 











563 County Courts {LORDS} (Zreland) Bill. 564 
BROADSTAIRS AND ST. _PETER’S {| poration ; read, and ordered to lie on the 
WATER AND IMPROVEMENT BILL | Table. 
{H-L. J. 
( ‘H EST ERFIELD IM PROV EM ENT BILL AC tRIC ‘ULTURAL R AT ES AC T. 1896. 


[H.L.]. 
DOVER HARBOUR BILL [z.1.]. 


BRISTOL CORPORATION CEMETERY 
BILL [u.1.]. 


BRISTOL CORPORATION (DOCKS AND 
RAILWAYS, ETC.) BILL [u.t.]. 

Report from the Committee of Selec- 

tion, That the Earl of Denbigh be pro- 


posed to the House as a member of the | 


Select Committee on the said Bills in the 
place of the Earl of Lathom ; read, and 
agreed to. 


SEVERN PROVISIONAL 
BILL. 


AND 
ORDER 


THAMES 


House in Committee (according to | 


order); Bill reported without amend- 
ment; Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3“ on Monday next. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


RIFLE RANGE NEAR WINCHESTER. 

Correspondence respecting: — Laid 
before the House (pursuant to Address 
of the 29th March last), and to be printed. 
[No. 54.] 


REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
Turkey (Vilayet of Aleppo). 


TRADE 


No. 2587. 


COLONIES (ANNUAL). 
No. 321. Lagos. Report for 1899: 
Presented (by command), and ordered to 
le on the Table. 


LOANS FUND (ACCOUNTS, 
1899-1900). 

Accounts of receipts and payments 
by the Commissioners for the Reduction 
of the National Debt in respect of the 
capital and income of the Local Loans 
Fund, for the year ended 31st March, 
1900: together with the Report of 
the Comptroller and Auditor General 
thereon: Laid before the House (pur- 
suant to Act), and ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


LOCAL 


PETITIONS. 


TRAMWAYS (CONSENTS OF LOCAL 
AUTHORITIES). 
Petition against amendment of Stand- 
ing Order No. 22; of Bermondsey Cor- 





| 
| 


Petition against renewal of ; of Ber- 
| mondsey Corporation ; read, and ordered 
| to lie on the Table. 

SHOPS (EARLY CLOSING) BILL [H.L.}, 
| Petitions in favour of ; of Edinburgh 
Corporation ; and Manchester, Salford, 
and District Butchers’ Association ; read, 
and ordered to lie on the Table. 


LUNACY (IRELAND) BILL [u.1.]. 
A Bill to amend the law relating to 
| lunatics in Ireland was presented by the 
Lord Ashbourne ; read 1“; to be printed; 
and to be read 2 on Thursday next. 


\[No. 55.] 


COUNTY COURTS (IRELAND! BILL 
[H.L. ]. 

THe LORD CHANCELLOR or IRE- 
|; LAND (Lord AsHBouRNE): My Lords, 
‘in moving that the House do resolve 
| itself into Committee on the County 
| Courts (Ireland) Bill, I wish to make a 
short explanation as to the course | 
propose to take in reference to it. | 
| desire that this stage shall be a pro forma 
one, so as to enable me to have the Bill 
| reprinted. I find that some of the pro- 
| posals have divided opinion a great deal 
'with reference to their application to 
Ireland. There is some doubt as to 
whether it would be desirable to extend 
‘the provisions contained in some of the 
‘clauses to Ireland, although they are 
‘in force in England. This is a matter 
'that requires a great deal of considera- 
' tion. My noble and learned friend 
| Lord Morris has put down Amendments 
| with respect to two of these clauses, and 
| I will consider, if your Lordships allow 
i this formal stage to be taken, in what 
| shape I will present the Bill to the House 
|on a future occasion. I shall certainly 
|make substantial changes, and_ shall 
|adopt one of the Amendments of my 
| noble and learned friend, and perhaps a 
portion of the other. Any provisions 
| that I think will pass without opposition 
in the other House, which will be of 
iantone advantage to Ireland, I will 
retain, while I may possibly postpone 
to another occasion other clauses which 
may be the subject of controversy, 


| 
| 
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565 Education—Rez v. {3 May 1901} Cockerton. 566 


Moved, “* That the House do resolve |as to the legality of drawing school 
itself into Committee on the said Bill.” — boards in the sphere of its operations. 
Neither that Department in 1871 or 

Lord MORRIS approved of the since, nor the branch of the Board of 
course proposed to be taken by _ his Education which now administers the 
noble and learned friend, and was con- Science and art grants, nor any school 
fident that he would give the matter board, seem to have entertained any 
very careful attention. Opinion in Ire- doubt that the rates might be applied 
land preponderated in favour of his to instruction given in order to earn 
Amendments, and he was glad to hear Science and Art grants. The Courts 


that his noble and learned friend proposed have now — that school boards 
to adopt one of them and a portion of ®Té@ not entit ed to receive these grants. 


the other. The judgment of the Court of Appeal 
differs from that of the Court of First 
Instance. The auditor held, as one 
of his reasons for the surcharge, that 
school boards *‘ have no legal author- 
ity to use, expend, or apply any part of 
the school fund in the instruction of 
classes registered under the Science and 
Art Department.” The special case 
asked the Court to decide ** whether it 
, was lawful for the school board to pay the 

EDUCATION—REX vy. COCKERTON. expenses of maintaining these schools 
*Lorp REAY: My Lords, I beg to or classes out of the School Board rate 
ask the Lord President of the Council or the school fund.” Mr. Justice Wills 
whether the Board of Education, pending stated ‘‘ that it was not within the power 
the introduction, of the Bill promised in of the School Board to provide, at the ex- 
another place, intend to issue for the pense of the ratepayers, science and art 
guidance of managers of public elemen- schools or classes,” either in day schoc? 
tary schools (day and evening) any or in evening continuation schools, but 
statement as to any immediate action | ‘that in both such educational work 
which managers of such schools should may be carried on by the School Board, 
take in consequence of the judgment of provided the whole of the funds required 
the Court of Appeal in Rex v. Cockerton. for it are furnished from sources other 
I shall explain, as briefly as I can, the than contributions from the rates.” The 
situation which has arisen in consequence Master of the Rolls gave his decision in a 
of that judgment. The judgment severs different way. He said “it was not 
the connection of school boards with the within the powers of the Board, as a 
Science and Art Department, and does statutory corporation, to provide science 
not allow science and art grants to be and art schools or classes of the 
paid to board schools. As the Science | kind referred to in this case, either 
and Art Department has ceased to exist, in the day schools or the evening 
the judgment has in that respect only | continuation schools, out of the School 
an historical value. Butitisacuriousfact | Board rate or school fund.” There- 
that in the year 1871, immediately after fore, the Master of the Rolls, in his 
the passing of the Education Act, the judgment, does not allow, what Mr. 
Science and Art Department asked Justice Wills allows that part of the 
on November 29th for the co-opera- school fund may be applied to earning 
tion of the School Board for Lon-| these grants. It is possible that another 
don in organising the conduct of the | construction may be put on the judg- 
examinations of the Department, and | ment as given by the Master of the Rolls, 
in appointing special local secretaries but it is desirable that no doubt should 
for the several school divisions of the | exist as regards the interpretation to be 
metropolis in connection with these | given, because, if the school fund is not to 
examinations. It is, therefore, clear | be applied for this expenditure, then the 
that at that time the Science and Art} question arises whether school boards 
Department had not the slightest doubt | have the power to earn science and art 


X 2 


On Question agreed to— 


House in Committee accordingly ; Bill 
reported without amendment ; Standing 
Committee negatived; Amendments 
made ; Bill re-committed for Friday next ; 
and to be printed as amended. (No. 57.) 
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grants even when the whole expenditure | for liberal grants from Whitehall to higher 


is borne by fees or by subscriptions. 
Section 53 of the Education Act of 
1870 states clearly that “the expenses of 
the School Board under this Act shall 
be paid out of a fund called the school 
fund. There shall be carried to the 
school fund all moneys received as fees 
from scholars, or out of moneys provided 
by Parliament, or raised by way of loan, or 
in any manner received by the School 
Board.’ Therefore, if the judgment is to 
be interpreted literally, the School 
Board cannot carry on these classes 
even by levying fees or obtaining 
subscriptions and not at the expense of 
the ratepayers. It is very important 
that on that point we should know 
exactly how the judgment is to be inter- 
preted. 
to public elementary schools being 
voluntary schools, and it would there- 


ore place board schools in an inferior | 
f pl board school f 

position—a state of things so unfair and | 
noble | 
Duke the Lord President of the Council | 


unjust that I am sure the 


would not tolerate it. Either you 


must withhold science and art grants | 
from all public elementary schools or | 


you must, where the conditions are 
similar, grant them to all. 
of Education took the view that public 
elementary schools should only earn the 
Whitehall grant, [ would not object to 
that solution of the difficulty. It 
would undoubtedly be a great advantage 
for all public elementary schools to be 
under one authority. But in that case 
it would obviously be necessary to com- 


pensate public elementary schools for | 


the loss of the grants, which they have 


for a long time been allowed to earn | 


from the Science and Art Department. 
That can be done without imposing 
any additional burden on the estimates, 
by a slight redistribution of the White- 
hall grant, and the science and art grants. 

It is too often forgotten that the 
science and art grants were originally 
intended for the industrial classes, 


and 
parents whose incomes were below 
£100 a year. In recent years the 


limit was raised to incomes under £500 


The judgment does not apply | 


If the Board | 


elementary schools, and evening continua- 
tion schools, which are for the benefit 
of the children of those classes for whom 
the science and art grants were intended, 
The question, however, which requires 
immediate solution at the hands of the 
| Board of Education is whether the science 
and art grants which are now being 
learned will be paid for the present session 
only. Another question on which 
some guidance is required is that of the 
attendance of adults at evening continua- 
| tion schools. It has not been definitely 
| settled what constitutes an adult, but if 
| the line is drawn, as Mr. Justice Wills 
| draws it, at children between sixteen and 
seventeen years of age, then in London 
alone, out of 80,267 scholars upon the 
rolls of those schools in December, 1900, 
ino less than 49,393 over sixteen will 
| have to be excluded from the educa- 
tion which they now receive. I cannot 
conceive that the Board of Education 
contemplate this exclusion, and I trust 
that we shall receive some re-assuring 
statement as to the continuation of this 
education. I am all the more confident 
that the Board of Education do not 
contemplate this effect of the judg 
ment when I read the contents of 
the Code for continuation schools re- 
/cently issued by the Scottish Education 
| Department with the sanction and 
ithe approval of the noble Duke. It 
is often said that we ought not to mention 
|Scotland. As regards secondary educa- 
ition, I am fully alive to the fact that 
‘different conditions obtain in Scotland 
from those which obtain in England ; but 
|with regard to evening continuation 
'schools, which are of recent growth, 
the situation in both countries seems 
to me to require that the same provision 
should be made for a want which, in the 
excellent Memorandum which accom- 
| panies the Code for Scotland, is stated to 
| be a want, not of the individual scholars, 
| but of the whole community. 

The code for English evening con- 





| 
| 
} 


were given to the children of | tinuation schools has not been issued. 


| I hope I may attribute the delay to the 
| fact that the Board of Education are con 
sidering the issue of a code not very dis- 


a vear, but this limitation was in 1897 |similar from the Scottish Education 
entirely removed, enabling all classes of | Code, and that Parliament will soon be 


the community to enjoy the grants. 
This materially strengthens the claim 


Lord Reay. 


| placed in possession of such a measure 
|as may be necessary to render such a code 
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legal. Unless the school boards through- 
out England obtain statutory power 
to continue the education now given to 
adults in evening continuation schools, 
a gap will arise in our educational system 
of the most serious nature. I think 
school boards have a right to ask for 
some guidance from the Board of Educa- 
tion in the present unsettled state of 
affairs. The Board of Education and its 
predecessor—the Education Department 
—have certainly incurred some responsi- 
bility with regard to the situation. That 
is admitted in an article in the Quarterly 
Review of last month, in which it is stated 
that “surcharges, if they are to be made, 
would seem more justly to fall somewhere 
within the Education Office” than on 
the school boards, who have simply 
given effect to the instructions issued 
by that Department. I would point 
out that there is almost a unanimous 
opinion among those who deal with 
educational matters that the present 
situation is absolutely untenable, that 
an amendment of the law is urgently 
required. I am quite sure that nowhere 
must the difficulties which have arisen 
be more strongly felt than at the Board 
of Education, which has to administer the 
Education Acts as they have now been 
interpreted by the Courts. I do not ask 
for any disclosure of the contents of a 
future Bill, but simply for some guidance 
as to what is the course to be pursued 
by school boards in the interval which 
must occur before the law can be 
amended, and a settled state of things 
established instead of the confusion 
which at present prevails. 


THe LORD PRESIDENT OF: THE 
COUNCIL (The Duke of DEvonsuire) : 
My Lords, I am quite incompetent to 
follow the noble Lord into the legal points 
of the judgment in Rex v. Cockerton, 
nor do | think it would be at all expe- 
dient at the present moment that ] 
should attempt to give a detailed answer 
to the questions the noble Lord has raised 
I read in the newspaper this morning 
that the London School Board, of which 
the noble Lord is chairman, resolved 
yesterday to address one or more letters 
to the Board of Education containing 
certain inquiries, which, as far as I could 
follow the statement of the noble Lord, 
referred to the points which he has 
raised. It is in my opinion, on this ex- 
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| tremely difficult and complicated question, 
‘much more desirable that an answer 
to those questions should be given after 
full consideration and after anopportunity 
for full consultation with my advisers 
and the other Departments which may 
be concerned. Before answering the 
question of the noble Lord which is on 
'the Paper, I would only protest against 
the attempt which has been made by 
the noble Lord to place upon the Board 
of Education the entire responsibility for 
the state of things which has arisen in 
consequence of the Cockerton judgment. 
| Whatever may have been the case in 
ithe past, school boards in recent times 
|have been repeatedly warned by the 
| Board of Education that the course 
which they were pursuing in respect of 
some of these schools and classes was 
an illegal course, and I entirely decline 
to admit that the Board of Education 
are responsible for the state of things 
which has now been disclosed. In 
answer to the question on the Paper 
I have to say that the Board of Educa- 
tion have no responsibility under the 
Education Act for the expenditure by 
the school boards of the school fund. 
The Board of Education have no power 
'to authorise any application of that fund 
which the law declares to be illegal. ‘The 
Board of Education therefore have no 
intention of making any statement as 
to the immediate action the school 
boards should take in consequence of 
the Cockerton judgment. But the 
Government will in the Education Bill 
this session make such provision as 
appears requisite for enabling proper 
instruction in day and evening schools 
to be continued, and I have very little 
doubt that some way may be found of 
relieving managers who may continue 
to carry on existing schools and classes 
from any personal liability in respect of 
surcharges which might be imposed 
upon them. 

EarL SPENCER: My Lords, as I said 
a good deal on this subject on a former 
‘occasion, I do not wish to go into the 
whole question again. But J wish to say 


'a word with regard to the observations 
| of the noble Duke as to the responsibility 
‘of the Education Department for the 
| present state of affairs. I do not think 
/my noble friend behind me referred, in 
‘what he said, to the administration 











571 Derwent Valley 


of the noble Duke in recent times. I 
think he and others will admit that on 
several occasions within the last few 
vears notices have been given that 
certain practices were considered, if not 


altogether illegal, of very doubtful 
legality. At the same time, my noble 


friend was perfectly correct in saying 
that not long after the passing of the 
great Education Act of 1870 the Educa- 
tion Department distinctly encouraged 
the formation of higher grade schools. 
Since the debate took place some time 
ago a very material change has taken 
place. The appeal has been given up, 
and the school boards in the country are 
face to face with the difficulty which 
this judgment has created. The noble 
Duke has engaged that this matter shall 
be dealt with in the Education Bill this 
year, but we must recognise that there 
is a very great probability of the noble 
Duke and his Department not being able 
to carry forward such a Bill in conse- 
quence of the great burden of work in 
another place. In that case some action 
must of course be taken. If this gap 
takes place in the education of the 
country before a Bill passes, very grave 
and serious detriment will ensue to educa- 
tion in various quarters, not only in 
the higher grade schools and to the 
students who remain there for a certain 
time, but also to the continuation schools. 

THe Duke or DEVONSHIRE: I do 
not know whether I am to understand 
that my noble friend suggests that the 
Board of Education can do anything, in 
the absence of legislation, to make legal 
that which the courts have declared to 
be illegal. 

EarL SPENCER: No. I understand 
that for the present payments on the 
science and art side will continue until 
some further change is made; but, 
whether it is possible for the Board of 
Education to do that or not, some step 
must be taken to remedy the great evil 
which will occur if nothing is done. 


THE Duke or DEVONSHIRE: It is 
a question not of payment by the Board 
of Education, but of the application by 
the school boards of the school fund. 


House adjourned at ten minutes 
past Five of the clock, to Mon- 
day nexttat a quarter before 
Eleven of the clock. 


Earl Spencer. 


{COMMONS} 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS, 
Friday, 3rd May, 1901. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


DERWENT VALLEY WATER BOARD 
BILL. 


[By Orper.] 


Order for consideration, as amended 
read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now considered.” 


*THeE CHAIRMAN or WAYS anp 
MEANS (Mr. J. W. LowTHer, Cumber- 
land, Penrith) said he had to call the 
attention of the House to a matter of some 
importance. The Report of the Commit- 
tee on this Bill presented by the hon. and 
gallant Gentleman the Member for 
Taunton contained the following para- 
graph— 

“That the Bill does not assign a period for 
the repayment of any loan exceeding the term 


of sixty years, or any period disproportionate 
to the objects of the loan.” 


The House was probably aware that 
Standing Order 173a, sub-section C, was 
very direct and particular in the matter 
of the period of repayment. It said 
that in the case of any Bill promoted 
by or conferring powers on any municipal 
corporation, the Committee on the 
Bill should consider the clauses with 
reference to borrowing, and, where 
the Bill assigned a period for the repay- 
ment of any loan or for the redemption 
of any charge or debt under it exceeding 
a term of sixty years, that term the 
Committee should not in any case allow 
to be exceeded. Apparently the Com- 
mittee presided over by the hon. and 
gallant Member for Taunton had fixed 
the period for repayment at sixty years, 
to begin with the 25th March, 1909, 
thereby making the real period of repay- 
ment sixty-eight years. They had called 
attention to the matter in the paragraph 
he had read, and they gave as a reason 
for setting aside the provisions of the 


| Standing Order that the original scheme 


dealt with in the Bill allowed sixty-eight 
years for repayment. The original 
scheme was a very large one—he might 
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say a gigantic one—involving an expen- 
diture of five and a half millions, and 
having for its object the supply of water 
to the towns of Derby, Leicester, Sheffield 
and Nottingham, as well as to the county 
of Derbyshire and possibly part of Not- 
tinghamshire. The Bill this year pro- 
posed to substitute for part of the works 
authorised two years ago a new reservoir, 
and to give further capital powers, 
amounting to about a quarter of a million 
and, inasmuch as two years ago the 
period of repayment was fixed at sixty- 
eight years, this year’s Committee 
thought it not unreasonable that the 
extra quarter of a million to be added 
to the original capital should also be 
made repayable during that period. 


It was not for him to ask the House | 


to overrule the Committee’s action, 
even if he wished to do so. He felt 
that he had sufficiently performed his 
duty by calling attention to the fact 
that on this occasion the Standing 
Order had been violated. The Com- 
mittee had the matter before them, 
they fully considered it, and they came to 
the conclusion that it was just and proper 
that the period of repayment should 
be extended to sixty-eight years. But 
he did not desire that this extension 
of period should become common or 
ordinary. It must, on the contrary, be 
thoroughly understood that it was only 
in exceptional cases of very large under- 
takings that such long periods of repay- 
ment could be allowed. He might add 
that there was a precedent—curiously 
enough in a former Sheftield Bill—set 
by his predecessor (Mr. Courtney) for 
the action he was now taking, and 
following that precedent he had drafted 
an Amendment on exactly the same 
lines, which he now begged to move— 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out from the word ‘That,’ to the 
end of the Question, in order to add the words 
‘this House is of opinion that the allowance 
of a term of sixty years from the 25th March, 
1909 for the repayment of the said loans is 
contrary to the spirit of Standing Order 173A 
of this House, but, having regard to the | 
special cireumstances mentioned in the Report | 
of the Committee, orders the Bill to be now | 
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| Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
| Rushcliffe) said the statement of the 
right hon. Gentleman left nothing to 
be desired in point of clearness. The 
question was an extremely important 
one, because it was a case of the setting 
aside by a Committee upstairs of a 
mandatory Standing Order of the House. 
As to the particular instance before 
them, he would say nothing. They had 
heard a good deal lately about the per- 
Sonal interest of Members in matters 
| coming before the House, and if he had 
a personal interest in this matter it 
| was that the period of repayment should 
| be extended. But he held very strongly 
indeed that the period fixed by the 
Standing Order should not be set aside 
unless under proved necessity. The 
House now had very much before it, 
and would have for years to come, the 
policy of burdening posterity. Parlia- 
ment had laid it down in a most stringent 
manner, in carefully phrased language, 
that no Committee should be em- 
powered or allowed to extend the period 
in the way in which it had been done 
in this case. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Chairman of Ways and Means had 
brought the matter before them in his 
capacity of guardian of the Standing 
Orders in matters of finance, and not 
a word he had uttered was a whit too 
strong. Of course a borrower, be it 
a local authority or a private individual, 
naturally wanted to extend the period of 
repayment, but, looking at the appalling 
rate at which the indebtedness of local 
authorities was increasing, they ought 
to be yery careful before making any 
new departure. He was glad the right 
hon. Gentleman had placed on record, 
by his words, the fact that this was a 
'most exceptional case and must be 
‘treated as such, and not be adopted 
/as a precedent. He was glad, too, that 
‘the right hon. Gentleman had had to 
'go so far back to look for a precedent 
for his present action, and trusted it 
would be an equally long time before 
another such case occurred. 


Mr. VICARY GIBBS (Hertfordshire, 


considered.’”—(The Chairman of Ways and | St. Albans) expressed a hope that some 


Means). 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part oi the 
Question.” 


| member of the Committee which dealt 
with the Bill would give the House some 
| information as to the special circum- 
stances which they considered justified 








275 
them in breaking the Standing Orders. 
Such an explanation ought to be forth- 
coming before the House sanctioned the 
proceeding. He fully agreed with the 
last speaker as to the way in which the 
indebtedness of the country was 
creasing, not merely by internal loans, 
but in other ways, which led to extrava- 
gant and even unnecessary expenditure. 
The House ought, therefore, to be very 
careful before it gave its sanction to 
such a proceeding as this. 


Derwent Valley 


Lorp EDMOND FITZMAURICE(Wilt- 
shire, Cricklade) said this‘ matter came 
very frequently before the Police and 
Sanitary Regulations Committee, which 
the House, no doubt quite properly, 
especially after what happened last year, 
had decided not to reappoint. But many 
hon. Members would agree that that Com- 
mittee during the period of its existence 
laid down certain general rules of practice 
which ought not to be departed from in 
a hurry. Some of them still thought it 
desirable to continue the practice of re- 
mitting Bills raising points of this kind 
connected with certain classes of improve- 
ments to one Committee rather than that 
they should go to Committees likely to 
set up varying practices. But he would 
not enter on that matter now. What 
he did wish to do was to support most 
strongly what had just fallen from the 
hon. Member for St. Albans. He 
would even go a step further, and ask the 
House to decline to advance the Bill until 
it had heard from members of the Com- 
mittee the reasons which had moved 
them to make this recommendation. 
When he was chairman of the Police and 
Sanitary Regulations Committee they 
had to report to the House cases in which 
exceptional circumstances prevailed. It 
was the duty of the House to watch most 
closely the whole question of municipal 
indebtedness. A most lamentable prac- 
tice had grown up of late years, which he 
did his best to check last year. 
cipal corporations had the advantagé, as 
they thought, but disadvantage as he 
held, of appointing their own auditors, 
and they had no longer to submit their 
accounts to the close and impartial 
scrutiny of the Local Government Board 
auditor. One result of that was that they 
were falling into the lamentable practice 
of having overdrafts with their bankers. 


Mr. Vicaru Gibbs. 
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' It would be far better not to allow muni. 
cipal indebtedness thus to be increased 
sub rosa and in a disguised manner, and 
therefore he favoured the enforcement 
of the very strict rules which the Police 
and Sanitary Regulations Committee 
‘drew up last year. If borrowing powers 
were checked in one direction there was 
always a tendency on the part of muni- 
| cipal corporations to try and extend them 
in another, and this proposal to extend 
the period of repayment beyond the time 
fixed by Standing Orders was only one 
of many efforts to do that. In regard to 
water schemes, it was well known that 
certain risks existed, and if the repayment 
of the debt were extended over too long a 
| period it was quite possible that posterity 
might find itself burdened with a debt 
which should have been paid off during 
a limited period. There was always, for 
instance, the chance of the sudden and 
unexpected failure of the water supply. 
| The house ought to be very careful there- 
fore before it took any steps to render 
borrowing more easy. He would be glad 
to see a public audit by the Local Govern- 
ment Board of the accounts of all munici- 
palities, and until that was done they 
should do nothing to make it too easy to 
set up dangerous precedents. At any 
| rate, with regard to the present case, they 
ought, before departing from the ordinary 
practice of the House, to be told the 
special reasons which had induced the 
Committee to make this particular recom- 
mendation. 


CoLonEL WELBY (Taunton) regretted 
that the fact that he was acting as chair- 
man of another Committee upstairs 
had prevented him intervening earlier 
in the debate. Indeed, he was not 
aware that it was likely that the motion of 

‘the Chairman of Ways and Means 
would be discussed this afternoon. He 
would, however, now explain the cir- 
cumstances under which it was thought 
advisable to recommend these exceptional 
borrowing powers. The House would 
| remember that in 1899 there was a very 
‘important Water Trust created by Act 
|of Parliament which was to serve large 
‘cities and towns like Nottingham. 
| Leicester, Derby, and Sheffield. In that 
| Act exceptional powers were given by 
| the authority of Parliament. It was not 
‘in any way a new scheme set up by the 
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side of the old one, or one which was in 
any way separate from the old one. The 
Committee therefore thought it would 
be the simplest way to adapt the borrow- 
ing powers to those already granted in 
the Act of 1899, in order to facilitate the 
two measures being worked under one 
united scheme. Those were the reasons 
which convinced the Committee that 
exceptional powers should be recom- 
mended under the circumstances. This 
Bill being simply an enlargement of the 
old Act, already agreed to by Parliament, 
the House would see that there were 
exceptional circumstances to be con- 
sidered. 


Mr. EDWARDS (Radnorshire) said 
he did not see why a fresh period of sixty- 
eight years should be granted under 
this Bill, and it might very well date from 
the period when the Act was first passed. 
Surely if any extension of time was to be 
granted it ought to have been granted 
in eases like the Llandrindod Wells Bill, 
where it was highly desirable that the 
terms should be made as easy as possible ; 
and yet they were not granted anything 
like the time given under this great 
scheme. 


THe SECRETARY to tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Grant 
Lawson, Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) said 
that the case was gravely prejudiced by 
what was done in the last Parliament 
under the Bill of 1899, and in that casea 
feport was made by the Committee 
which was not accurate, for the Com- 
mittee of the House reported that no 
period longer than sixty years should 
be allowed. This Bill had been before 
the Committee presided over by the hon. 
and gallant Member for Taunton, and 
when it came before the Local Govern- 
ment Board the question they had to 
consider was whether they ought to 
propose that the clause of the Bill which 
made the period of repayment practically 
sixty-eight years for the loan of £250,000, 
should be made to coincide with the 
period of repayment for the loan of 
£5,000,000. By agreeing to the Bill 
before the House they would make the 
two periods of repayment coincide. It 
appeared to him that it was not desirable 
to cause chaos by making the two parts 
of the loan finish at different periods. 
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They wished, however, that it should be 
made clear that this was a wholly excep- 
tional case, which must not be drawn into 
a precedent. 


Mr. BLAKE (Longford, 8.) said it 
seemed to him from the statement which 
had just been made that the assent of 
Parliament was given to the Bill under a 
misapprehension. Parliament did not 
agree to more than a real, genuine sixty 
years in this case. No real reason had 
been given for any extension beyond 
sixty years, and no such reason was 
presented to Parliament the last time 
when the Act was passed. The difficulty 
they were in was that unless a very 
clear statement of the unfortunate 
combination of conditions under which 
Parliament had granted an extension 
beyond sixty years was given, this might 
be cited as a precedent for such an ex- 
tension. He did not think anyone who 
had watched the growing indebtedness of 
public bodies could be other than anxious 
that such extensions should not be made 
too lightly. He could not conceive of 
conditions under which Parliament 
ought to consent to an extension beyond 
sixty years. He hoped it would be made 
abundantly clear that their procedure, 
if they assented to the motion of the 
right hon. Gentleman, was not based 
upon a deliberate agreement by Parlia- 
ment at any time that the circumstances 
themselves justified any infringement 
of the Standing Orders. 


*Mr. J W. LOWTHER: One of the 
objects I had in my mind in putting this 
motion down was to draw the attention 
of the House to it, and to make it perfectly 
clear by the records that this case was 
wholly exceptional. That was the sole 
reason why I put it down, for I was 
anxious that a record of it should appear 
upon the journals of the House. 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.) thought 
that the words of the motion moved by 
the Chairman of Ways and Means rather 
meant that this was being made into 
a precedent. The words were—‘ is con- 
trary to the spirit of Standing Order 
173 of this House.”” He contended that 
it was not contrary to the spirit but 
contrary to the letter of the Standing 
Order, which provided that the term 
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stated should not be exceeded. The 
motion says—‘‘having regard to the 
special circumstances mentioned in the 
Report of the Committee.” He agreed 
that there were no special circum- 
stances, except that they appeared 
to have made a mistake upon the last 
occasion. There was great force in what 
the right hon. Gentleman had stated, 
that the two loans should be placed on all 
fours. He was afraid, however, that the 
case might be considered apart from this 
debate and used as a precedent. He 
would like to move some Amendment 
if the right hon. Gentleman would agree 
to it. Possibly the wisest plan would be 
to adjourn the motion in order to bring 
it forward again with better words—to 
make it more precise. He moved that 
the debate be adjourned. 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the debate be now adjourned.” — 
(Mr. Bartley.) 


*Mr. J. W. LOWTHER: I venture 
to say that there is not sufficient dis- 
agreement amongst us to justify an 
adjournment. Perhaps my hon. friend 
would be satisfied if I agreed to leave out 
the words, “the spirit of.” I do not 
know whether my hon. friend has had 
the Report in his hands or not, but I 
think that it shows pretty clearly how it 
comes about that we are asking Parlia- 
ment to-day to extend the period of 
repayment to sixty-eight years in order 
to bring this loan into unison with the 
other. 

Mr. BARTLEY: Then I beg to 
withdraw my motion, and I will move 


as an Amendment to leave out the words 
* the spirit of.” 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


Question, ** That the words proposed to 
be left out stand part of the Question,” 
put, and negatived. 


Question proposed, * That those words 
be there added.” 


Amendment amended, by leaving out 
the words * the spirit of.” 


Words, as amended, added. 


Main Question, as amended, put, and 
agreed to. 
Mr. Bartley. 


{COMMONS} 
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Resolved, That this House is of opinion 
that the allowance of a term of sixty 
years from the 25th March, 1909, for 
the repayment of the said loans is con- 
trary to Standing Order 173A of this 
House, but having regard to the special 
circumstances mentioned in the Report 
of the Committee, orders the Bill to be 
now considered. 


Bill considered accordingly ; to be read 
the third time. 


PRIVATE BILLS [Lords] (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY _ IN. 
QUIRED INTO COMPLIED WITH), 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 

Report from one of the Examiners of 

Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 


| . . . . o% 2 . 
case of the following Bills, originating 


in the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders not 
previously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have been complied 
with, viz. :--- 

Alfreton Gas Bill [Lords]. 

Bournemouth Corporation Bill [ Lords}. 

King’s Norton and Northfield Urban 
District Tramways Bill [ Lords]. 

Oakham Water Bill [Lords]. 

Ordered, that the Bills be read a second 
time. 


PRIVATE BILL PETITIONS (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT COMPLIED WITH). 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 

Report from one of the Examiners of 

Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 

case of the Petition for the following Bill, 

the Standing Orders have not been 


, complied with, viz. :— 


Winsford Urban District (Gas Trans- 
fer, etc.) 

Ordered, that the Report be referred 
to the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders. 


BILL. 
Read the 


CARDIFF CORPORATION 
King’s consent signified. 
third time, and passed. 


NEWRY PORT AND HARBOUR TRUST 
BILL. 
As amended, considered; a clause 


added ; an Amendment made ; Bill to be 
read the third time. 
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STRATFORD - UPON - AVON, TOW- 


CESTER, AND MIDLAND JUNCTION, | 
AND | 
EVESHAM, REDDITCH, AND STRAT.- | 


EAST AND WEST JUNCTION 


FORD-UPON-AVON JUNCTION RAIL- 
WAY COMPANIES BILL. (BY ORDER.) 
Read a second time, and committed. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 
GOVERNMENT 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL 


LOCAL 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL | 


ORDERS (POOR LAW) BILL. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER (No. 1) BILL. 


METROPOLITAN COMMON SCHEME 
(HAM) PROVISIONAL ORDER BILL. 


Read the third time, and passed. 


HIGHLAND RAILWAY 
CONFIRMATION. 

Bill to confirm a Provisional Order 
under the Private Legislation Procedure 
(Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to the 
Highland Railway Company, ordered to 
be brought in by the Lord Advocate 
and Mr. Solicitor General for Scotland. 


ORDER 


HIGHLAND RAILWAY ORDER CON- 
FIRMATION BILL. 
“To confirm a Provisional 
under the Private Legislation Procedure 
(Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to the 
Highland Railway Company,” presented, 
ind read the first time; to be read a 
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PROVISIONAL | 


PROVISIONAL | 


Order | 


582 


ORDER 


Business. 


{| ARDROSSAN HARBOUR 


CONFIRMATION. 
Bill to confirm a Provisional Order 
| under the Private Legislation Procedure 
|(Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to Ardros~ 
san Harbour, ordered to be brought in 
by the Lord Advocate and Mr. Solicitor 
General for Scotland. 


ARDROSSAN HARBOUR ORDER 
CONFIRMATION BILL. 

“To confirm a Provisional Order 
under the Private Legislation Procedure 
| (Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to Ardros- 

san Harbour,” presented, and read the 
first time ; to be read a second time upon 
Monday, 13th May, and to be printed. 
[Bill 159. ] 


FALKIRK AND DISTRICT TRAMWAYS 
ORDER CONFIRMATION, 

Bill to confirm a Provisional Order 
under the Private Legislation Procedure 
(Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to the 
Falkirk and District Tramways, ordered 
to be brought in by the Lord Advocate 
and Mr. Solicitor General for Scotland. 


FALKIRK AND DISTRICT TRAMWAYS 
ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL. 
“To confirm a _ Provisional Order 
under the Private Legislation Procedure 
(Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to the 
Falkirk and District Tramways,’’ pre- 
sented, and read the first time; to be 
read a second time upon Monday, 15th 
May, and to be printed. [Bill 160.] 


second time upon Monday, 13th May, | 


and to be printed. [Bill 157.] 
AYR HARBOUR ORDER CONFIRMA- 
TION. 

Bill to confirm a Provisional Order 
under the Private Legislation Procedure 
(Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to Ayr 
Harbour, ordered to be brought in by 
the Lord Advocate and Mr. Solicitor 
General for Scotland. 


AYR HARBOUR ORDER CONFIRMA- 
TION BILL. 
“To confirm a Provisional Order 


under the Private Legislation Procedure | 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (GAS). 

Bill to confirm a Provisional Order 
of the Local Government Board relating 
to Shoeburyness, ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Grant Lawson and Mr. Long. 


| LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (GAS) BILL. 

“To confirm a Provisional Order 
of the Local Government Board relating 
to Shoeburyness,”’ presented, and read 
the first time; to be referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 


and to be printed. [Bill 161.] 


(Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to Ayr | 


Harbour,” presented, and read the first 


time ; to be read a second time upon | 
Monday, 13th May, and to be printed. 
(Bill 158.] 


/WINSFORD URBAN DISTRICT (GAS 
TRANSFER, ETC.). 
| Petition for Bill; referred to the 


‘Select Committee on Standing Orders. 
| 
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STALYBRIDGE, HYDE, MOSSLEY, AND 
DUKINFIELD TRAMWAYS AND ELEC- 
TRICITY BOARD BILL. 

Petition for additional Provision ; 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills. 

PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP lL). 

Mr. BILL reported from the Committee 
on Group L of Private Bills: That, for 
the convenience of parties, the Committee 
had adjourned till Monday next, at half- 
past Eleven of the clock. 

Report to lie upon the Table. 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP G). 

Sir JAMES WOODHOUSE reported from 
the Committee on Group G of Private 
Bills: That, for the convenience of 
parties, the Committee had adjourned 
till Wednesday next, at half-past Eleven 
of the clock. 

Report to lie upon the Table. 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP G). 
Colonei WELBY reported from the Com- 
mittee on Group E of Private Bills ; 
That, for the convenience of Members- 
the Committee had adjourned till Tues- 


day next, at half-past Eleven of the clock, | 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


WATER AND ELECTRIC 
POWER BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments ; Report 


to lie upon the Table. 


SHANNON 


RAILWAY BILLS (GROUP 3). 

Mr. SEALE-HAYNE reported from the 
Committee on Group 3 of Railway Bills ; 
That, for the convenience of parties, the 
Committee had adjourned till Tuesday 
next, at Eleven of the clock. 

Report to lie upon the Table. 

HUMBER COMMERCIAL RAILWAY 

AND DOCK BILL. 


SHIREOAKS, LAUGHTON, AND 
MALTBY RAILWAY BILL. 


GREAT CENTRAL RAILWAY BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments ; Reports 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


FISH MARKET 


LONDON RIVERSIDE 


4s. 


Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table. 


{COMMONS} 


| ELEMENTARY 
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MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
‘* An Act to repeal the Special Acts of the 
Royal Exchange Assurance; and to 
make further provisions in relation to 
the laws, objects, and regulations of ;the 

4 
Royal Exchange Assurance ; and for 
other purposes.’ Royal Exchange Assur- 
ance Bill [Lords]. 

Also a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to pro- 
vide for a re-arrangement of the share 
capital of the Albion Steam Coal Com- 
pany, Limited ; and for other purposes.” 
Albion Steam Coal Company Bill 
[Lords]. 

And also a Bill, intituled, ‘An Act for 
conterring further powers upon the 
Chester United Gas Company.” Chester 


Gas Bill [Lords]. 


ROYAL EXCHANGE ASSURANCE BILL 
[Lords]. 


ALBION STEAM COAL COMPANY BILL 


{ Lords]. 
CHESTER GAS BILL [Lords]. 
Read the first time ; and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills. 
PETITIONS. 


COAL. 

Petitions against proposed Customs 
Export Duty, from Monmouthshire; 
Stourton Grange ; Grange Moor ; New- 
market Haigh Moor; Shaw Cross; 
Nostall ; New Oaks; Rawmarsh ; and 
Blantyre ; to lie upon the Table. 


COAL MINES (EMPLOYMENT) BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from West Sharls- 
ton; Grange Moor; Bowers (No. 2); 
and Woodlesford Collieries ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


(HIGHER 
CONTINUA- 


EDUCATION 
GRADE AND EVENING 
TION SCHOOLS). 
Petitions for alteration of Law, from 

Bradford (Yorks) (two); and Delph; 

to lie upon the Table. 


HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES 


AND RATING BILL. 
Petition from Battersea, in favour ; to 


lie upon the Table. 
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5S Returns, 
HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES | 
(REPAYMENT OF LOANS) BILL. 
Petition from Battersea, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ 
SUPERANNUATION BILL. 

Petition from Battersea, against ; to 
lie upon the Table. 

Petitions in favour, from London (two); 
and Northumberland ; to lie upon the 
Table. 

MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE’S 
SISTER BILL. 

Petitions against, from Birmingham ; 

and Hull; to lie upon the Table. 


MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from West Sharls- 
ton; Bowers (No. 2); Woodlesford ; 
Newmarket Silkstone ; and Grange Moor 
Collieries ; to lie upon the Table. 


PETROLEUM BILIL. 
Petition from Battersea, in 
to lie upon the Table. 


favour ; 


RATING OF GROUND VALUES. 
Petition from Liverpool, for legisla- 
tion; to lie upon the Table. 


ROMAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY IN 
IRELAND. 
Petition from Alexandria, against 
establishment ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 


Petitions in favour, from Battle ; 
Haworth ; Handsacre ; Salisbury ; Dud- 
ley; Orpington; Rugeley ; Bearwood ; 
Bitterne; Enfield; Barmouth; Llana- 
ber ; Sheffield (two) ; Dewsbury ; North 
Ormesby ; Attercliffe; Gailey; Staly- 
bridge ; Birstall; and Rushden ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 

CHILDREN BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Rugeley ; 
Sheffield; St. Helens (three); Ports- 
mouth; Handsaecre and Armitage 
Cleveland ; and Oldham ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


SALE OF 


SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON ACCESSION 
BILL. 


Petition fram Grangetown, against ; | 


to lie upon the Table. Get 
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Reports, de. 


WATER COMPANIES (LIABILITY FOR 
STORAGE OF WATER) BILL. 
Petition from Battersea, against ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


UGANDA RAILWAY ACT, 1896. 

Account presented, showing the Money 
issued from the Consolidated Fund under 
the provisions of The Uganda Railway 
Act, 1896 (59 and 60 Vic., ¢. 38), and of 
the Money expended and borrowed, and 
Securities created under the said Act, to 
3lst March, 1900, together with the 
Report of the Comptroller and Auditor 
General thereon [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 153.] 


FISHERY BOARD (SCOTLAND). 
Copy presented, of Nineteenth Annual 
Report of the Fishery Board for Scotland, 
being for the year 1900, Part I. [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


UNIVERSITY OF ST. ANDREW’S. 
Copy presented, of Abstract of Accounts 
of the University for the year ended 30th 
September, 1900 [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 154.] 
Copy presented, of Annual Statistical 
Report by the University Court of the 
University of St. Andrew’s for the year 
1899-1900 [by Act]; to lie upon the 

Table, and to be printed. [No. 155.] 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, No 
2587 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY 
THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 
Local Loans Fund.—Accounts of 
the Commissioners for the Reduction 
of the National Debt in respect 
of the Capital and Income of the 
Local Loans Fund for the year ended 
31st March, 1900; with Report of the 
Comptroller and Auditor General thereon 
[by Act]; to be printed. [No. 156.] 








Questions. 
QUESTIONS. 
AFRICA—NEW ~ 
THE ANNEXED REPUBLICS. 
BLACK (Banffshire) : 


SOUTH 
FOR 


X Mr. 


ask the Secretary of State for the Colo- 
nies, in view of the fact that the inhabi- 
tants of the Transvaal and Orange River 


Colonies have hitherto lived under a 
written constitution, whether it is pro- 
posed that His Majesty, under the advice 
of His High Court of Parliament, should 
promulgate a constitution for each of 
those colonies, defining the fundamental 
rights of His Majesty’s subjects in these 
territories as regards life, civil and re- 
ligious liberty, and property, and defining 
the functions delegated to the governors 
and legislative councils, or 
on the other hand it is proposed to leave 
all these fundamental matters in the 
discretion of the governors under the 
advice of the councils. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): The constitutions 
of the two recently-annexed colonies 
will be defined by Letters Patent under 
the Great Sea', which will be duly 
promulgated by proclamation in each 
colony. 


Mr. BLACK: Will the Letters Patent 
be laid before Parliament before they 
are promulgated ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Not before 


they are promulgated. 


PRISONERS—INTERNMENT — IN 
INTERNMENT IN 


BOER 
INDIA—PROPOSED 
IRELAND. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he will explain why India has 
heen selected as a place for the internment 
of Boers prisoners of war; whether 
plague has been prevalent lately in Bom- 
bay and in the neighbourhood of Ahmed- 
nagar ; whether he is satisfied himself, 
by personal inquiry, that it is a suitable 
place for the detention of prisoners of 
war ; and whether he will consider the 
desirability of sending Boer prisoners 
in future to Ireland. 


{COMMONS} 


whether | 
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THE SECRETARY or STATE for 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild. 
'ford): I must refer the hon. Member 


CONSTITUTION | to my reply to a similar question put by 


ithe hon. Member for the 


Tullamore 


I beg to Division of King’s County on the 29th 


| April.* The locality was selected by the 

Indian Government, and this is a question 
on which the judgment of those on the 
spot is necessarily more reliable than that 
of anyone in this country. 


Mr. DILLON: The right hon. Gentle- 
man has not answered the last paragraph 
of my question. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I am not sure that 
residents in Ireland would agree with 
the Boers. 


Mr. DILLON : I beg to ask the Seere- 
tary of State for India whether famine 


is at present prevalent in the district 
of Ahmednagar ; whether the number 
on relief lists is increasing ; and whether 
there has recently been a water famine 
at the station of Ahmednagar. 

Tut SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middlesex, 
Ealing): Owing to the failure of the 
spring crops there is scarcity of food in 
some parts of the district of Ahmed- 
nagar which the Government are 
remedying by relief measures, and the 
number of persons receiving this relief 
will probably increase, but this will not 
affect the Boer prisoners in any way. 
| have no information as to any recent 
water-famine in the station of Ahmed- 
nagar. 


TREATMENT OF BOER PRISONERS. 

Mr. DILLON : I beg to ask the Seere- 
tary of State for War whether the Boer 
prisoners in St. Helena, Ceylon, and 
India are allowed free communication 
and correspondence with the outside 
world ; and whether they are allowed 
unrestricted use of books, newspapers, 
and writing material. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Boer prisoners 
are allowed communication and corre- 
spondence with the outside world sub- 
ject to censorship. Books and a limited 
supply of newspapers are also allowed 
under similar conditions. 





* See page 35. 
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589 Questions. 
Mr. DILLON : 


of war to limit their supply of news- 


papers and censor their correspondence ? 
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Is it in accordance | 
with the usages applicable to prisoners | 





590 
WINTER COMFORTS FOR TROOPS AT 
THE FRONT. 
| Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Canter- 
| bury): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
‘for War whether he is aware that the 


Questions. 


*Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order! Notice | further appeal of Lord Kitchener for 


must be given of such a question. 


BOER PRISONERS IN CEYLON AND 
ST. HELENA. 

Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether he can state how many 
Boer prisoners have been landed in 
Ceylon up to the present time, and how 
many deaths have occurred amongst 
Boer prisoners interned in Ceylon since 
the first batch was landed in the island. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Over 5,000 pri- 
soners have been landed in Ceylon. The 
total deaths up to date amount to 96. 


Mr. NORMAN (Wolverhampton, 8.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether any steps are being taken 
to educate the Boer prisoners at St. Helena 
and in Ceylon ; to inform them concern- 
ing the principles and methods of British 
Colonial administration and government; 
to circulate among them a_ correct 
knowledge of the terms of peace recently 
offered to and refused by General Botha, 
and to appoint suitable British subjects 
to afford them any information they may 
properly desire ; and, if not, whether he 
will cause such steps to be taken at once. 


Mr. BRODRICK : Schools have been 
provided, under the supervision of a com- 
mittee composed of prisoners of war, in 
which English is taught. Recreation 
rooms for concerts have been arranged. 
Trades and various British sports are 
being carried on. Other opportunities 
of enlightenment will be given so far as is 
desired by the prisoners. 


Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.): Will the 
right hon. Gentleman get any of the Boers 
10 instruct British generals in the art 
of war ? 


Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): May I ask the right hon. Gentle- 
man whether the Boers are taught their 
own language ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


| winter comforts for the troops under his 

command in South Africa has only been 
partially responded to in consequence 
of the other demands made on people in 
this country at the present time; and 
whether, under the circumstances, he will 
authorise the expenditure of £100,000 
out of the War Loan for winter comforts 
for the troops in South Africa. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I fully explained 
the policy of the Government in respect 
of supplies of winter comforts for the 
troops in South Africa in my reply to a 
question put by my right hon. friend the 
Member for the Sleaford Division of 
Lincolnshire on the Ist April, to which I 
must referthe hon. Member.* I believe 
considerable supplies have been sent in 
response to the appeal, and the Govern- 
ment are fully maintaining the supplies 
which they have undertaken to provide. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Is not the 
falling-off of subscriptions due to the 
abatement of the war fever ? 


SIR WILLIAM BUTLER’S DESPATCHES. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 8.) ; 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he will, in justice to Sir William 
Butler, now permit the publication of his 
despatches, when Acting Governor at 
the Cape, on the resources of the Boer 
Republic, the condition of British South 
Africa to repel invasion, and the probable 
effect on the British Colonies in South 
Africa in the event of a war between this 
country and the Transvaal ; and whether 
Sir William Butler has himself requested 
that his despatches be published. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I have nothing to 
add to the replies which have been given 
by my right hon. friend the First Lord 
of the Treasury to previous questions on 
this subject. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: What reply 
was it? The right hon. Gentleman must 
not answer my questions by references to 
previous answers. 


tSee preceding volume, page 333. 
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Mr. BRODRICK : If the hon. Member | 


chooses to put the same question time 
after time, I am not going to occupy the 
time of the House by repeating the 
answers. 


MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT AT THE 
FRONT. 

Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War whether he can 
state when he will be prepared, in com- 
pliance with his promise in writing on 
25th February, to give the Return asked 
for as to the Members of Parliament who 
served with the forces in South Africa. 


Mr. BRODRICK : I wrote to the hon. 
Member that if he pressed for the Return 
I would grant it, but the pressure of 
work would prevent my giving it immedi- 
ately. I have since found that these 
items of information must be collected 
from a variety of officers in South Africa, 
and I am not prepared to order a number 
of references to South Africa for a Return 
like that proposed which is not of the 
smallest public advantage. jg 


Mr. TULLY: Is the inability of the 
right hon. Gentleman to grant the 
Return due to the appalling slaughter 
of the Members of Parliament ? 


IAN HAMILTON’S SPEECH 

AT HYTHE. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): I beg to ask the-Secretary of State 
for War whether his attention has been 
directed to thespeech delivered by General 
Ian Hamilton at Hythe, on Ist May, in 
which, after advocating the active press- 
ing on of the war, he referred to the en- 
voys from Cape Colony in England, and 
stated that some burghers not so long 
ago went to see De Wet to press upon 
him that the war should be closed, that 
De Wet shot them, and that so far as 
making and keeping an Empire goes the 
methods of De Wet are more likely to be 
successful than those of people in certain 
places in England, where these men 
from the Cape are received with open 
armsand behind the back of the Comman- 
der-in-Chief ; whether it is in accord- 
ance with War Office Regulations that 


GENERAL 


officers should make speeches of this | 


character, and whether General Hamil- 
ton will be requested to refrain in future 
from making such speeches. 
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Mr. BRODRICK: I learn from Gen- 
eral Hamilton that he made the speech 
in question without any intention to 
touch on political matters. His intep- 
tion was as a soldier to point out to ns 
audience that, in view of the shooting 
of peace envoys by De Wet, the reception 
accorded to certain gentlemen now in 
England would tend to the prolongation 
of the war in South Africa. The report 
of his speech was condensed, and in some 
respects inaccurate. It was one of three 
speeches addressed by General Hamilton 
as a newly elected freeman of a borough 
to his fellow freemen, and not as a public 
speech, and that officer has expressed 
his regret to me that it should have been 
such as to cause comment. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny): 
May I ask the Attorney General for 
Ireland if he will accept similar apologies 
for Irish Members ? 


RETURN OF TROOPS—MANCHESTER 
VOLUNTEERS. 

Mr. SCHWANN: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War 
whether he is aware that Manchester 
furnished many Volunteers from the 
Volunteer Medical Staff Corps and 
bearer companies of the 2nd, 4th, 5th, 
and 16th Volunteer Rifle battalions, all 
of whom were attached to the Royal 
Army Medical Corps; and whether 
these medical Volunteers can be sent 
home at once, as they have more than 
completed their year of service, and many 
are losing their appointments in Man- 
chester owing to the prolonged delay in 
their return. 


Mr. BRODRICK: As I have repeatedly 
stated to the House, special considera- 
tion has been and wil! be shown in 
individual cases of hardship reported 
to the Commander-in-Chief in South 
Africa by commanding officers. I am 
not aware that the position of these 
Medical Volunteers is different from that 
of the other Volunteers, who undertook 
to serve for one year or the end of the 
war. 

An Hon. Memper: I suppose their 
loyalty is evaporating. 


CAPTURES OF BOERS DURING APRIL. 
Mr. THOMAS DEWAR (Tower Ham- 


‘lets, St. George’s): I beg to ask the 
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UNDER AGE RECRUITS—CASE OF 
JOHN LALOR. 

Mr. MINCH (Kildare, S.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he is aware that John Lalor, of 
Ballybarney, county Kildare, Ireland, 
enlisted in the Royal Dublin Fusiliers in 
April, 1900, being at the time under 
eighteen years of age, that his mother, 
Margaret Lalor, who is a widow, has 
since made repeated applications for his 
discharge, and that she was informed 
that on the payment of the sum of £10 
her son would be discharged from the 
Army when the war was over, on the 


te. FLAVIN: How. many Bite | grounds he was under age at the time of 


a 4 a ae the Sia enlistment ; and whether he will now 
orang bstheed ase y the boers | order the discharge of this boy on the 
uring the same month 


| payment of the sum of money already 
mentioned in order that he may be at 
liberty to return home. 


593 


Secretary of State for War if he will say 
how many of the enemy have been made 
prisoners of war in South Africa during 
the month of Apri!, and how these 
prisoners have been distributed. 





. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
quze WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLEY, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton): The num- 
ber of prisoners reported to the War Office 
as having been captured in April is 1,046, 
and 160 surrendered. I am not aware 
of the manner in which they have been 
distributed. 





BRITISH OFFICERS AND SOUTH 
AFRICAN LANGUAGES. 

Mr. ELLIS GRIFFITH (Anglesey) : | 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for mainly as stated in the question. If this 
War whether he can state how many | man registered his name to purchase his 
officers of the Regular Army in South | discharge, and did so within three months 
Africa are able to speak the Taal (or | of his enlistment, he will be allowed to go 
Boer-Dutch) and the Kaffir tongue, and | on payment of £10 when demobilisation 
are qualified to act as interpreters. |is ordered, but not before. 





Lorp STANLEY: The facts are 





Lorpv STANLEY: There are several| WAR OFFICE CLERK AND COMPANY 


officers of the Regular Army now in ened ehapcieismeshe 
South Africa who can speak Boer-Dutch.| Mk. TAYLOR (Lancashire, Radeliffe) : 


Many colonial officers serving in the 
field speak both Boer-Dutch and Kaffir. 
Icannot give exact figures. 


I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether his attention has been 
called to the action re Richard Stephen- 


son and Co., which came on on Tuesday, 
eee ‘ 30th April, before the Lancashire Chan- 
PLAGUE AT THE CAPE. | cery Court, at Liverpool, in which a War 

Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- | Office clerk appears as a company pro- 
shire, Eifion) : I beg to ask the Secretary | moter carrying on business in Victoria 
of State for War whether he has any 1n- | Street ; and, if so, whether it is in accord- 
formation to the effect that the plague| ance with the regulations of the War 








has occurred at several of the military 
barracks and camps in the vicinity of 
Cape Town, and also in camps in other 
parts of the colony. 


Lorp STANLEY: The reports of the 
cases of plague among the troops only 
mention the locality in the following :-— 
One at Hermon camp, Paarl District ; 
two at Green Point, Cape Town ; two at 
Cape Town. 
amongst the troops up to date amount to 
fourteen among CKuropean _ soldiers, 


twenty native drivers, and seven other 


The total cases of plague | 





employees. 
VOL. XCIII. 
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. Office for the discharge of his duties. 


Lorp STANLEY: I am not aware of 
the case. If the hon. Member will give 
me the name of the clerk in question, I 
will inquire into the matter. 


ADMIRALTY COALING STATIONS, 

Mr. GOULDING (Wiltshire, Devizes) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he can now state if any decision 
has been come to with regard to the 
transference of the smaller coaling 
stations to the Admiralty, and, if this 
change is carried out, whether. it will 


Y 
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enable the Government to dispense with; Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Js it 
the Army staff and administration in the | true that some of the delegates from the 
several stations; and also what is the| colonies to this Conference are already 
anticipated economy to the War Office. | on their way to this country ? 


_Lorp STANLEY: No, Sir; no de-) Mp. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Yes, Sir 
cision has yet been come to. i 
IMPERIAL COURT OF APPEAL. 
Mr. M‘KENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) 

I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether he is able to give 
any information as to the proposed 
constitution of the Imperial Court of 

Appeal. 


NAVY EXPENDITURE ON COAL. 
Mr. GORDON (Elgin and Nairn, 8.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Admi- 
ralty if he can state, approximately, the 
amount paid for coal in the naval ex- 
penditure during the past financial year ; 
and if he can state what the cost of last 


year’s coal consumption would have | ‘ . ce 
been had it been paid for at the average | | Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The con- 
prices of the preceding ten years. | stitution of the Imperial Court of Appeal 
‘is one of the questions which will be 
Tue SECRETARY to tHe ADMI- | considered by the Conference to which 
RALTY (Mr. ARNOLD-Forster, Belfast, I have referred in my answer to the 
W.): Complete information is not yet question of the hon. Member for East 
to hand as to some of the local purchases | Clare. 
on distant stations, but the expenditure | 
on coals for the Fleet during the financial | CHINA— ALLEGED LOOTING BY BRITISH 
year 1900-1 may be taken approxi- | TROOPS AT PEKING. 
mately at £1,700,000. Averaging the| Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to ask 
prices for the last ten years at stations | the Secretary of State for India whether 
all over the world and including freights | his attention has been called to the fact 
as well as the prices of coal, the cost of the | that General Gaselee, the Commander of 
quantities purchased in 1900-1 would} the British forces in China, has given 
have been about £1,100,000, but the | permission to the troops under his com- 
circumstances of the year were excep-| mand’to loot houses in Peking ; whether 
tional, inasmuch as the requirements | this permission was given with the 
were large on two stations—namely, | sanction of the Government ; and what, 
China and South Africa, to which | jf any, explanation is to be given for this 
freights were abnormally high. ' action of a British commander. 





COLONIAL LORDS OF APPEAL. | Lorp G. HAMILTON : General 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg | Gaselee stopped all looting by the troops 
to ask the Secretary of State for the | under his command, though he author- 
Colonies whether it is intended to appoint | ised parties to bringin unclaimed property 
any colonial lords of appeal as proposed | from the derelict houses in the distriet 
some time ago ir, connection with the | assigned to the British forces, which 
Australian Commonwealth Bill, and | property was subsequently sold by public 
whether any negotiations are at present auction for the benefit of all. His action 
proceeding between His Majesty's | Was, in my judgment, proper and judi- 
Government and the Commonwealth | cious. 

ahi ; : 
isa in reference to colonial Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: Before the 
— property was sold was any attempt 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The ques- | made to discover the owners ? 
tion has formed the subject of recent Lorpv G. HAMILTON: TI have 
correspondence with the Commonwealth anewered Ghat. I have sid it weed 
Government, and also with the Govern- Mad ‘ueeiety wiiilntiediy 
ments of the other colonies concerned ; — ae 
and it is hoped that a Conference will be} Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: That is not 
held before long in this country on the|an answer to my question. Was any 
subject. attempt made before the sale to find out 
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the owners of the derelict houses and 
property ? 
Lorp G. HAMILTON: It was not 


until the owners had left that the pro- 
perty was collected. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: What divi- 
dend was declared by this joint-stock 
company of robbers ? 


Mr. FLAVIN : Is it not the case that 


the owners of the property had already | 


been massacred by our troops ? 


DORMANT FUNDS IN CHANCERY. 
Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.): 


I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the) 


Exchequer whether he can state the 
total amount of dormant funds which 
have been held by the Postmaster General 
subject to the orders of the Supreme 
Court since the date of the Act of 1872 
(35 and 36 Vic.). 


THe CHANCELLOR or Tue EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks’ Beacu, 
Bristol, W.): It is the Paymaster 


(feneral, not the Postmaster General, 
who holds these dormant funds subject 
to the orders of the Supreme Court. 
Between 1872, when the Chancery 
Funds Act came into force, and 1899, 
when the last triennial return was 
made up, securities and cash to the 
amount of about £240,000 came into 
the list of dormant funds. Since 1899 
about £29,000 out of this amount has 
heen paid out under orders of Court. 


SUGAR DUTY—FORWARD CONTRACTS. 
Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 


Boroughs) : I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor | 


of the Exchequer whether he is aware 


that loss will be sustained by importers | 
: P |refers to, and the names and dates of 


of sugar who in December last, before | 
the imposition of any duty on sugar | 
was contemplated, made contracts to | 
purchase foreign refined sugar at fixed | 
prices for forward delivery during 
the current year; and will he consider 
whether relief can be extended to them 
in respect of such loss. 


Str M. HICKS BEACH: Provision 
is made in the law under which such 
an importer as the question refers to 
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(could, in respect of any sugar delivered 
|after the imposition of the duty under 
|contracts of December last, add the 
/amount of the duty to the price fixed 
‘in the contract. The hon. Member 
‘suggests in a letter with which he has 
‘favoured me that this cannot practically 
| be done in the case to which the question 
refers, because there has lately been a 
change in the relative values of English 
and foreign refined sugar. If this has 
_ been the case, of which I have no know- 
‘ledge, I do not see that it would give 
the importer any claim—his loss would 
be due to unfortunate speculation. 


| Mr. HERBERT LEWIS: May I ask 
‘the right hon. Gentleman whether he 
is not aware that the change in question 
'has been largely due to the imposition 
of the tax ? 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: No, Sir. 


PRICES OF FOREIGN REFINED SUGAR, 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS: I beg to 
ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether he is aware that before the 
imposition of the sugar duty the prices 
of foreign refined sugar were from 6d. 
to ls. per hundredweight below the 
| price of English sugar of the same quality, 
while at present foreign refined sugar 
is higher in price than English sugar 
of the same quality ; and has he any 
official information showing the cause 
‘for this change in the relative prices 
of English and foreign sugar. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
oF TRADE ‘(Mr. GeraLtp BALFourR, 
| Leeds, Central): My right hon. friend 
has asked me to answer this question. 
If the hon. Gentleman will let me 
know the classes of refined sugar he 


the markets, I will endeavour to obtain 
the information he asks for. 


CUSTOMS DUTIES. 

Mr. HOLLAND (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Rotherham): I beg to ask Mr. Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer if he can inform 
the House what was the last occasion 
on which a Customs duty was imposed 
upon an article previously free from 
Customs taxation. 


2Y¥ 
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Sir M. HICKS BEACH: The last 
occasion on which a Customs duty was 
imposed upon an article previously free 
from Customs taxation was the duty 
of ld. per pound imposed on cocoa 
butter by the Finance Act, 1896. 


COAL DUTY—STAMPED BONDS. 

Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN (Gateshead) : 
On behalf of the hon. Member for the 
Chester-le-Street Division of Durham, 


I beg to ask the Chancellor of the Ex- | 


chequer whether he is aware that the 
Customs authorities at Sunderland are 
requiring stamped bonds from colliery 
owners who are shipping under f.o.b. 
contracts, and are stopping shipments 
until the bond is given, and that this is 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
annual coal consumption of the United 
Kingdom is approximately 160 millions 
of tons. I cannot state the cost to the 
consumer of the portion of the annual 
output retained for home consumption, 
but I may say that the total output in 
1900 was valued at £121,653,000 at the 
pit’s mouth, and that at the average 
pit’s mouth value of the preceding 
ten years its value would have been 
about seventy-seven and a half millions, 


PREFERENTIAL SHIPPING AND RAII- 
WAY RATES. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): I 

beg to ask the President of the Board of 

Trade, having regard to the fact that 





considered by experienced lawyers to be | the railway and shipping companies 
illegal; and whether the effect of this | meet in conference to determine rates, 
action is to relieve the foreign buyer| When preferential rates for foreign 
(who actually is the exporter and em- | produce are thus arranged, and seeing 
ploys the ship) from payment of the coal that the land mileage rate upon foreign 





tax. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH : The practice 
at Sunderland seems to be correctly 
described in the question. The liability 
to give the bond and pay the duty 
attaches to the person who enters the 
coal for shipment. When a contractor, 
as in f.o.b. contracts, is under an obliga- 
tion to ship, it would naturally follow that 
the entry is put in by him. In regard 
to the obligation of the foreign buyer to 
repay duty to the giver of the bond, 
this will be entirely a matter of contract 
in the future. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr Tydvil) : 
Does the right hon. Gentleman mean 
that the colliery owners are liable 
although other firms clear the ships ? 


[No answer was returned. ] 


COAL CONSUMPTION IN THE UNITED 
KINGDOM. 

Mr. JOHN GORDON (Londonderry, 
S.): I beg to ask the President of the 
Board of Trade whether he can give, 
approximately, the annual coal con- 
sumption of the United Kingdom and 
Ireland for domestic and 
purposes; what is the approximate 
estimate of the cost to the consumers 
during the year 1900 ; and what the cost 
would have been had the average 
prices of the ten preceding years been 
current in 1900. 


industrial | 


‘consignments will not be disclosed to 
‘consignors of native produce on those 
‘lines, whether he will cause inquiry to 
|be made, and publish the facts and 
figures regarding the rates at present 
in force for foreign and native produce 
from some of the principal seaports in 
| England. 


| Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No, Sir, I 
| ie 
}am not prepared to institute such a 
| general inquiry as that which the hon. 
‘Member would appear to desire. If 
,any instance of undue preference is 
brought to my notice I will inquire into 
‘it. 

Masor RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford) : 
If the right hon. Gentleman will not give 


us the official figures, how can we bring 
these charges before the Department 1 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: If the 
hon. and gallant Gentleman will give 
me some instances of preferential charges, 
I will inquire into them. 


Mayor RASCH: I gave the right 
hon. Gentleman one the other day. 


Mr. FIELD: I have brought specific 
cases to the notice of the Board of Trade, 
and they have refused to inquire. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I pre- 








sume that on inquiry it was found that 
there was no foundation for them. 
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CHILDREN IN METROPOLITAN POOR 
LAW SCHOOLS. 

Mr. WILLIAM JONES (Carnarvon- 
shire, Arfon) : I beg to ask the President 
of the Local Government Board whether 
he will state the number of children 
in the metropolitan poor law schools 
at the date of the last Return. 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WALTER 
Lone, Bristol, S.): The number of 
children in the metropolitan district 
and separate schools on the 20th April 
last, was 9,527. 


DELAY OF SOUTH AFRICAN MAILS. 

Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he is aware that the mail from 
South Africa was delivered this week on 
Wednesday, Ist May, instead of on 
Friday, 26th April, or five days late ; 
whether this was owing to any accident, 
or to the mail being sent in a slow boat ; 
and whether, seeing that this late arrival 
has happened on former occasions lately, 
the Post Office will take steps to secure 
that the mails are sent by boats doing the 
voyage in sixteen days, according to the 
general understanding when the Union 
and Castle lines were amalgamated by 
Act ‘of Parliament last year. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AusTeN CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): The mail to 
which the hon. Member refers was con- 
veyed by the steamer “Gaul,” which 
reached Southampton at 1 a.m. on the 
Ist instant, having exceeded the contract 
time by 3 days 104 hours. It is under- 
stood that in the ordinary course the 
mail would have been brought by the 
“Norham Castle,” but that in conse- 
quence of that steamer having met with 
a mishap on her outward voyage, her 
place on the homeward service had to be 
taken by the ‘‘ Gaul,” one of the slower 
steamers of the Union-Castle Line. 


The Postmaster General is not, however, 
at present in possession of all the facts 
of the case; but he will make inquiry 
of the Cape Government, who are respon- 
sible for carrying on the contract service. 
The general question was dealt with in 
the answer given to a somewhat similar 
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question of the hon. Member on the 
28th of February last.7 


WATERLOO PLACE. 


Mr. SOAMES (Norfolk, 8.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether the Commissioners of Woods 
and Forests have granted, or are about 
to grant, leases tor rebuilding Waterloo 
Place or any part of it; and, if so, 
whether they have made any arrange- 
ments for ensuring that all the buildings 
to be erected on that site shall be treated 
as part of an architectural scheme for the 
whole frontage. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
Yes, Sir. 


GLASGOW SMALL-POX EPIDEMIC— 
VACCINATION STATISTICS. 

Mr. BARTLEY: I beg to ask the 
Lord Advocate whether he can state 
the number of vaccinations performed 
per thousand on the population in Glas- 
gow each month for a year before the 
outbreak of the small-pox epidemic in 
that town, and the number of vaccina- 
tions performed per thousand of the 
population each month since the outbreak 
began. 


*THe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): There are 
no statistics available giving the monthly 
number of primary vaccinations per- 
formed in Glasgow. But practically the 
whole infant population is vaccinated, 
even when no small-pox is_ prevalent. 
Thus for the year 1899, which is the 
last for which the complete figures are 
available, the total number of births 
was 24,247, and of this number, after 
deduction of those who died before the 
ordinary period for vaccination expired, 
there remain only 775 cases unaccounted 
for, which again includes children re- 
moved from the district who may have 
been vaccinated elsewhere. Except when 
small-pox is present in the community 
it is impossible to get the population 
generally to have recourse to re-vaccina- 
tion, and as during the twelve months 
prior to the beginning of the present 
outbreak in April, 1900, there had been 
no cases of the disease in Glasgow, little 





+ See Debates, Fourth Series, Vol. xe, , page 55. 
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re-vaccination was done except in the/ paragraph is that during the last ten 


case of the staff of the fever and small-pox | years the number of inspectors has been , 


hospitals, the post office, and the police. | reduced from twenty-five to twenty-four, 
Small-pox showed itself first in April,| while the sub-inspectors have been 
1900. The only figures available at | increased from twenty-five to twenty- 
present are the revaccinations by the | Seven, apart from the science and art 
officers of the sanitary department and inspectors. The subordinate posts have 
returns to the medical officer of health, | been further increased by the appoint- 
which show that the numbers re-vaccin- | ment of junior inspectors. Five first- 
ated for each period of four weeks were | class sub-inspectors have been appointed 
below 100 per 10,000 of population above | during that period. 
five years of age till the months of 
February, March, and April last, when | UNIVERSITY OF SCOTLAND — CLASS 
they sprang up to 1,740, 1,244, and | ES. 
1,534 respectively. Ishould like toadd,, Mr. THOMAS SHAW (Hawick 
as I think there has prevailed some | Burghs) : I beg to ask the Lord Advocate 
misapprehension in the matter, that | when the Return of Class Fees in the 
during the whole year since small-pox | University of Scotland may now be 
made its appearance, that is, from Ist | expected to be issued. 
April, 1900, to 31st March, 1901, the, , : sei ae tia 
total number of cases has only amounted R = A. peg! ety i ; a 
to 2°26 per thousand, and the deaths | va Me etn Se air lk "4 ‘Wan 
have been 197 out of a population of | “9FUe@ “ember is now in prin’. ¢ 
750,000 has been found necessary to refer it — 
“ees to the university authorities for the 
; aa als ney onremn | revisal of the proofs and the preparation 
SCOTTISH CI\ ey ICE APPOINT~ of the summaries. It is hoped that the 
a i . outstanding information may be shortly 
Mr. J. F. X. O'BRIEN (Cork, E.): [ beg received, and no time will then be lost 
to ask the Lord Advocate whether it is, jy issuing the Return. 
the intention of the Scotch Education 
— eo — es eneuenty, | ILLEGAL DISMISSAL OF SCHOOL 
Civil “4 ae yee e to page 399 of the ==" P_EACHERS—GOVERNMENT BILL. 
Ivil Service stimates for the year gir JOHN BRUNNER (Cheshire, 
ending 31st March, 1902, Class IV., to’ . rs 
t} a Northwich): I beg to ask the Vice- 
he effect that the number of inspectors : . re 
+i : President of the Committee of Counci 
will be ultimately decreased and of sub- . 7” 
ti ae : ; .}on Education whether the promised 
Inspectors increased as vacancies arise, | aan woke 
i i ; Seay . .’ | Government Bill for affording to teachers 
in filling up vacancies in the inspecting | . - ie , 
sti ani - ,,©| in public elementary schools a method ot 
staff occasioned by the death of Mr. | : ‘ul dis 
. .* or: ‘appeal or redress against wrongful dis- 
Bathgate, late His Majesty’s Inspector | °F: : ws ill be intr 
in South Glasgow, and other recent or | maiseal from cageoyenens Pe ee 
aes duced before Whitsuntide. 


impending changes; and, considering | 
that the regulations have appeared in | Tue VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE 
the Estimates for many years, how far! BOARD or EDUCATION (Sir J. Gorst, 
the number of inspectors has been | Cambridge University): I regret to say 
decreased within the last ten years; if! [ see no prospect of introducing this Bill 
there has been no decrease, can he state! before Whitsuntide. 
how far has the number been increased, | 
and how many sub-inspectors of the first) Siz JOHN BRUNNER: Has the 
class have been appointed within the | right hon. Gentleman communicated to 
same period. | the President of the Council the opinion 
of the hon. and gallant Member for Mid 
Essex with regard to this Bill ? 


Sir J. GORST: The opinion has not 
been communicated to me. 


Sir JOHN BRUNNER: But I myself 
heard it expressed in this House. 





*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: In 
answer to the first paragraph of the hon. 
Member’s question the note referred to| 
has been and will be kept in view, subject 
to the requirements of the service from 
time to time. The answer to the second 
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Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) : | THe FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
May I ask the right hon. Gentleman |, WORKS (Mr. Akers Dove.as, Kent, 
whether he sees any reason which causes | St. Augustine’s): There are six men in the 
him to modify the assurance he gave on | direct employ of my Department, 
December 7th to the hon. Member for | of the class to which the hon. Member 
Accrington that this subject would be | refers, but they are not engaged specially 
dealt with by the Government this on carpentry. I am not aware of any 
session ? | applications for the increase of this staff. 

| Repairs generally at the House are done 





Sir J. GORST: It was the intention | by contract, and the labour is supplied 


of the Government early in the session | through the contractors. 


to deal with it. 


LAND TRANSFER ACT, 1897. 


The carpentry 

work costs, perhaps, £1,000 a year, but 
|the amount varies considerably from 
| year to year. 


Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, | pREE ADMISSION OF SOLDIERS TO 


Ilkeston): I beg to ask Mr. Attorney | 
General if he is aware that the Incorpo- | 
rated Law Society, at a general meeting | 
held on the 26th April, passed unani- | 
mously a resolution to the effect that, in | 
view of the fact that the experimental | 
period of three years mentioned in the 
Land Transfer Act, 1897, would expire 
'n July, an inquiry into the system of 
compulsory registration should be held 
to ascertain whether additional difficulty, 
expense, and delay are occasioned thereby 
without corresponding advantage to 
persons dealing with land ; and whether 
he will recommend that such an inquiry 
be held. 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 

Mr. THOMAS DEWAR: I beg to ask 
the First Commissionerof Works whether, 
in view of the services rendered by His 
Majesty’s military and naval forces in 
South Africa, he will consider the advisa- 
bility of arranging for all members of 
these forces, when in uniform, including 
home and colonial Volunteers, to have free 
admission to the Tower of London, 
Armoury, and Regalia at all times when a 
charge for admission is now made; and 
will he consider whether he can grant 
a similar privilege in the case of all palaces, 
museums, and art galleries which are sup- 


| ported either wholly or in part out of 


| Imperial funds. 


Toe ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir | 
Ropert FINLAY, Inverness Burghs): | 
No ground has, so far as I am aware, | 
been shown for the institution of any 
such inquiry as is suggested in the | 
question, but the Government will, 
when considering whether another Order | 
should be made, satisfy themselves | 
whether the Act is administered with 
efficiency and economy, and whether its | 
extension is likely to be beneficial. 
PARLIAMENT BUILDINGS—REPAIRING 

STAFF. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) : 
I beg to ask the First Commissioner of 
Works if he will state what staff is placed 
in charge of the House with a view to do 
carpentry work and other works of repair 
im that line; whether any applications 
have recently been made to him to 
increase the permanent staff or such 
staff as exists; are such repairs done by 
contract or by direct labour; and how 
much the repairs cost annually. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: The ar- 
rangements for admission to the Tower of 
London are not in my charge, but in that 
of the Constalhie of the Tower. The 
question as to museums and art galleries 
is one likewise for the Public Depart- 
ments or Boards of Trustees which 
administer the various collections. In 
the case of the palaces, where the ar- 
rangements rest with me, no fees for 
admission are demanded 


WEXFORD LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD 
INQUIRY. 

Sm THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he 
can state when the Return giving the 
report of the proceedings at the recent 
‘Local Government Board inquiry at 

Wexford will be in the hands of Members 
of the House. 


| Toe ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
| IRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, 
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N.): The Return was laid on the Table | seeing that so far back as 1894 the then 
last night, and every effort is being made | Chief Secretary stated in the House 
to expedite its circulation amongst hon. |that the Lord Chancellor, to whom 
Members. the Government of the day had referred 
| the matter, was then inquiring into the 
TRACTION ENGINES ON IRISH ROADS. | matter, whether these inquiries have 
Mr. O'DOHERTY (Donegal, N.): | a8 yet been completed ; and will the neces- 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the | sary steps be taken for the establishment 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether his | ¢f such a court. 
attention has been called to the resolu- | 
tions passed by nearly every county| Mr. ATKINSON: The Chamber of 
council in Treland, calling upon the |Commerce was informed in 1894 that 
Government to assimilate the law in/! there were no sufficient grounds shown 
Ireland to that of England with reference | for establishing a bankruptcy court 
to the use of traction engines on roads, 1n Londonderry. It is not believed the 
and if a Bill will be introduced by him | circumstances have since altered, but 
this session for this purpose. any representations that may be made 


|to G t the subject wi 
Me. ATKINSON: My right hon. |tmddeg ne et will be 


friend has already stated that he will con- | 
sider the question of assimilating the law ROYAL IRISH CONSTABULARY—MALL 
in this respect in both countries. The| CIOUS INJURY CASES RETURNS. 
Government cannot undertake to intro- | Mr. O'DOHERTY : I beg to ask the 
duce legislation on the subject this session. | Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
‘of Ireland whether he will issue ‘nstrue- 
DONEGAL CLERKSHIP OF THE PEACE. | tions tothe sergeants of the Royal Irish 
Mr. O'DOHERTY : I beg to ask the | Constabulary in charge of stations to 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant | furnish to the secretaries of the various 
of Ireland whether, in view of the fact | county and district councils in their 
that 95 per cent. of the population of the | districts coples of the reports they make 
county of Donegal are Roman Catholics, | 02 any malicious injury occurring In their 
the Government will appoint a Roman districts‘to their superior officers ; and 
Catholic to the existing vacancy in the if instructions will also be given to them 
Clerkship of the Peace of said county. |to attend the county courts at which 
“| these claims are investigated, and give 
Mr. ATKINSON: The question of | every assistance in their power to the 
uniting the vacant office with the clerk- | county and district councils in investiga- 
ship of the Crown, under the provisions | #g all such cases. 
of the County Officers Act of 1877, is now tes 
under consideration ; such appointments | Mr. ATKINSON: The reports made 
are regulated by considerations of com- | by the police in such cases are in the 
petence and not of religion. /nature of confidential documents, and 
the Government cannot therefore accede 


LONDONDERRY—LOCAL BANKRUPTCY | t© the request in the first paragraph. It 


COURT REFUSED. 
Mr. O’DOHERTY : I beg to ask the 


Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant | 


of Ireland if he is aware that inconve- 


_is the duty of the police to attend at the 
| hearing of such claims for compensa- 
| tion in county courts for the purpose of 


| 


giving evidence, as in other private 





nience is experienced by the traders | litigations whenever their attendance 
Ps Cc . . . 
. . od x s 6 n- 
and commercial classes in the north-west 8 required and their expenses are guara 


of Ireland owing to the absence of a local | teed by the parties concerned. 


bankruptcy court ; and that memorials | ; ¥ ea were 
have from time to time been presented| BOARDS OF GUARDIANS’ OFFICIALS. 


to the Lord Lieutenant by the London-| Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG (Cavan, E.): 
derry Chamber of Commerce praying for |I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
the establishment of a local bankruptcy | Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
court in Londonderry, pursuant to the | any boards of guardians in Ireland, and, 
Local Bankruptcy (Ireland) Act ; and | if so, how many, have. taken action 
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against the Local Government Board 
with the view of setting aside the Order 
dated 4th February relative to the 
appointment of officers. 


Mr. ATKINSON: Petitions against 
this Order have been received from 
twenty-three boards of guardians. 


MORTALITY AMONG CALVES IN 
IRELAND. = 
Mr. DILLON : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he can state the method 
in which the Department of Agriculture 
proposes to conduct the inquiry into the 
cause of the mortality amongst calves ; 
whether the inquiry will extend to the 
effects of separated milk on the quality 
of the young stock reared in Ireland; 
whether cattle dealers and _ practical 
farmers will be called on to give evidence ; 


and who is to have the conduct of the | 


inquiry. 


Mr. ATKINSON : The method of the 
investigation so far has been, in the 
first place, an inquiry amongst the far- 
mers of the districts chiefly affected, in 
co-operation with the Limerick County 
Council ; and secondly, a direct investi- 
gation by the highest authority pro- 
curable on diseases of this nature. The 
inquiry is at the latter stage now. The 
Department have placed the direction 
of the inquiry unreservedly in the hands 
of Professor Nocard, and it will extend 
to all questions, including the alleged 
effects of separated milk, which can 
throw light on the origin of the disease. 
The further steps which it may be desir- 
able to take in connection with the whole 
subject will be decided on when the 
Department are in possession of Professor 
Nocard’s Report and recommendations. 
The Department are also undertaking 
a series of experiments in calf feeding. 


Mr. FIELD: Can the right hon. 
Gentleman say when the Report may 
be expected ? 


Mr. ATKINSON : No, Sir. 


PROBATIONER NURSES IN 
WORKHOUSES. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, 

N.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 

to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 


IRISH 
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whether he is aware that a circular letter 
has been addressed by the governors of 
Tipperary infirmary to boards of guar- 
dians in Ireland, asking them to join 
in an appeal to the Local Government 
Board to allow probationer nurses to 
be trained in infirmary and other public 
hospitals ; and, in view of the fact that 
the present system of employing none 
but qualified nurses involves a burden on 
local rates, can he hold out any hope 
that the views of the Tipperary Infirmary 
Committee will receive favourable con- 
sideration. 


Mr. ATKINSON : I believe the fact is 
as stated in the first paragraph. The 
Local Government Board recognise as 
qualified nurses those persons who possess 
a certificate from Irish county infirmaries. 
The Board, however, are unable to regard 
for the purposes of Section 58 of the 
Local Government Act of 1898 the train- 
| ing given at such institutions as equiva- 
| lent to that imparted at clinical and other 
| large hospitals. The Board are of opinion 
'that it would not be expedient to relax 
| the present regulations as to the qualifi- 
| cation of nurses, and the extra amount 
of money involved by employing trained 
instead of untrained nurses, is very small. 





TRRECOVERABLE RATES AT 
LONGFORD. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that representations have been made 
to the Local Government Board for 
Ireland with reference to the question 
of striking off irrecoverable rates ; and, 
seeing that in the town of Longford 
persons have been returned as in arrear 
who have been dead six years, and in 
their lifetime were on outdoor relief, 
whether he will direct the Local Govern- 
ment Board to authorise such names 
to be removed from the rate books. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The reply to the 
first paragraph is in the affirmative. A 
list of rates due in respect of holdings 
in the town of Longford and alleged 
to be irrecoverable has been forwarded 
to the Local Government Board. The 
auditor is of opinion that the proposal 
to strike off these rates as irrecoverable 
is a reasonable one, and that no useful 
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object will be gained by retaining the| *THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
items on the books. In these cireum-, THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr, 
stances the Board raise no objection | RitcHIgE, Croydon): Mr. Stead was not 
to the arrears being struck off. ‘allowed to edit and conduct his papers 

in December, 1885, but he was permitted 

Mr. FARRELL: Will that decision by the Visiting Committee to receive 
be communicated to the county and _ visits from the acting editor and sub- 
urban councils ? , editors of the Pall Mall Gazette. 

Mr. ATKINSON : I presume so. Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 
|S.) : Was not Mr. Stead allowed to write 
THE IMPRISONMENT OF MR. PATRICK articles for the Pall Mall Gazette / 

M‘HUGH, M.P. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to *Mr. RITCHIE: I have not any de- 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord tails of what he did. I can only give 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether, if it is the answer I have given. y 
found that Mr. W. T. Stead was allowed ' 
any privileges to enable him to edit,’ Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Well, he 
write for, or otherwise conduct his news- | wrote the articles. 
paper while in prison, he will see that, 
like privileges are allowed to Mr. P. A.| | Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
M‘Hugh, now in Kilmainham Gaol. to | Scotland): Was not Mr. Stead allowed 
enable him to conduct his paper, the to interview people in his cell in the 
Sligo Champion. interest of his paper and to publish the 

interviews afterwards? I speak with 

Mr. ATKINSON: As already stated personal knowledge, because I was inter- 
by my right hon. friend, this matter is viewed myself, 
decided by the Visiting Committee, 
whose action is governed by rules. If,, *Mr. RITCHIE: The hon. Gentleman 
however, any application be made by has given the House the information 
Mr. M‘Hugh for special privileges, the | for which he asks me. 
matter will be considered with due regard 
to the precedents in such cases. Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman make further 

Mr. TULLY : Is the right hon. Gentle-' inquiry and supply me with the exact 
man aware that Mr. M‘Hugh is directly conditions under which Mr. Stead con- 
responsible as registered proprietor of ducted his paper 2 


the paper for everything that appears 
in it, although he may be in prison ? Mr. RITCHIE: This is a matter 


which occurred a long time ago. I 
Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: And in’ have no personal knowledge of it, and 
view of the privileges which were allowed | I do not think that any inquiry would 
to Mr. Stead, and the difficulty of personal | bring any further facts to light. 
communication with his staff when he 
is a hundred miles away from the office,’ Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : The right 
will Mr. M‘Hugh be allowed to write, hon. Gentleman is the head of the De 


the articles ! /partment.- Is it not the case—as I 
know from personal knowledge—that 
*Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order! all the facts are recorded by the Visiting 


Justices ? 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home *Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
Department whether he has any objec- must find some other opportunity of 
tion to state exactly in the House what debating this question. 
privileges in the matter of editing and 
conducting his newspapers were allowed Mr. O’DOWD (Sligo, S.): I beg to 
to Mr. W. T. Stead when imprisoned ask Mr. Attorney General for Ireland 
some years ago. whether, in view of the decision come 
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to by the Court of King’s Bench in the 
case of the King v. Freeman's Journal, 
he will consider the advisability of 
having the convictidn of Mr. P. A. 
M‘Hugh, M.P., for Leitrim, quashed. 


Mr. ATKINSON : The answer to this 
question is in the negative. There is no 
analogy between the two cases. 


GLENTIES BOARD OF GUARDIANS— 
TIMONEY’S DECREE. 

Mr. BOYLE (Donegal, W.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that a man named John Timoney ob- 
tained a decree for £10 against the Glen- 
ties Board of Guardians, county Donegal, 
at the June Session, 1900 ; that at a meet- 
ing of the guardians, held on 12th July, 
1900, when forty-five members were 
present, payment of the said decree was 
ordered, will he explain why afterwards 
the auditor of the Local Government 
Board surcharged the three members 
only who signed the payment; and 
whether, seeing that the said payment 
was made on a valid decree of the county 
court judge of Donegal, payment of 
said decree being compulsory on the 
guardians, steps will be taken to have the 
surcharge removed. 


Mr. ATKINSON : The board of guar- 
dians deliberately appointed this man as 
workhouse master knowing that he was 
disqualified. The Local Government 
Board refused to confirm his appoint- 
ment, as they were bound to do, and the 
guardians in order, apparently, to de- 
feat the law, took no defence to an action 
to recover a claim they knew to be un- 
founded. The auditor surcharged the 
persons who authorised the payments. 
If dissatisfied with this decision the board 
of guardians can appeal to the King’s 
Bench Division. 


ARDAGH BURIAL GROUND 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether, having regard 
to the fact that the Rural District Council 
of Longford have frequently complained 
of the variation of the original order of 
the local Government Board changing 
the area of charge for Ardagh Burial 
Ground from Longford Dispensary Dis- 
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trict, including Longford Urban District, 
into Longford Union, excluding Long- 
ford Urban District, and that this change 
has led to friction between the two bodies, 
he will, with a view to facilitating the 
carrying into effect of the Provisional 
Order, now direct that the original area 
of charge, namely, Longford Dispensary 
District, including the Urban District of 
Longford, be adhered to. 


Mr. ATKINSON : The whole question 
is at present under consideration, but I 
cannot give an assurance that effect will 
be given to the particular proposal men- 
tioned. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: When may we 
expect a definite statement from the 
Government ? 


Mr. ATKINSON : I cannot say. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: Will it be before 
Whitsuntide ? 


Mr. ATKINSON : I cannot say. 


EMIGRATION FROM MUNSTER. 


Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the emigration 
from the province of Munster in the year 
1900, namely, 17,933, or 15.3 per 1,000 
of the population of the whole province, 
and, seeing that Munster is, agricul- 
turally, the richest province in Ireland, 
whether he has any official information 
showing why the emigration from it is as 
large as that from the poorest province, 
Connaught, where the majority of the 
holdings are not large enough to support 
a family, and where the fertile portions 
are in the hands of the minority ; and 
whether he will this session introduce 
legislation which may induce these emi- 
grants from Ireland to remain at home. . 


Mr. ATKINSON: The statistics in 
the first part of the question are correct. 
There is no official information showing 
to what causes this emigration is due, 
though I conceive it is attributable to the 
state of the labour market abroad. I 
fail to see how legislation could be de- 
signed to interfere with the demand for 
labour. 
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FAIR RENTS IN COUNTY LIMERICK— | June of the same year put in receipt of 
THOMAS O’DEA’S CASE 18s. per week instead of 20s. ; whether 

Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.): I beg | he is aware that those officers, as selected 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord | learners, received a written promise 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is|from the Secretary, through the Con- 
aware that the case of Thomas O’Dea, of | troller, that they would be sent forward 
Milltown, Kilteely, county Limerick, | for appointment in the end of February, 
later on of Margaret O’Dea, his widow, | 1897 ; that this promise was not fulfilled 
to have a fair rent fixed on their farm as| until the end of May, the Tweedmouth 
between their landlord and tenant, was | Recommendations having been put into 
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entered for hearing by originating notice | 


served on the Land Commission on the 


abeyance for so long a time, seeing that 
other tenants on the same property 


long since adjudicated on; and can he 
say how soon the Sub-Land Commis- 


sioners will sit in Tipperary to hear appli- | 


cations for the fixing of fair rents. 


Mr. ATKINSON : The application of | 


Thomas O’Dea will, it is hoped, be heard 
at an early date, which, when arranged, 
will be notified to the parties. No appli- 


cation has been lodged by or on behalf of | 


Margaret O’Dea. A date has not yet 


been fixed for the next sitting of a Sub- | 
ther trial, and on being asked when they 
| would be ready for further examination, 


Commission at Tipperary. 


ENNISCORTHY POST OFFICE. 


ask the Secretary to the Treasury if 
tenders have been asked for the building 
of the new post office at Enniscorthy, 
and if the work will be commenced this 
month, in accordance with the promise of 
the Post Office authorities. 

CHAMBERLAIN : 


Mr. AUSTEN 


Tenders have not yet been called for, but | 5 ; 
|and had successfully passed the examina- 


ition, it is highly probable that their 
| appointments could have been completed 
| by the Ist of April, 1897. The Tweed- 


work will be begun this year. 


DUBLIN POST OFFICE—SORTING STAFF 
GRIEVANCES. 

Mr. FIELD : I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury, as representing the 
Postmaster General, whether memorials 
have been received from six Dublin 
sorting clerks (Normile, Cahalane, Robin- 
son, O’Callaghan, Breen, and Byrne), 
who, because of the application of the 
Tweedmouth Recommendations on Ist 
April, 1897, were on appointment in 








effect in the meantime; and that the 


vacancies which they did fill on appoint- 
29th September, 1898 ; and, if so, can | 
he say why the matter has been left in | 


ment were in existence prior to the Ist 
April, 1897, and were those of sorting 


clerks, Dublin, as known at that office, 
|and the duties which they now perform 
whose originating notices were served | 
about the same time have had their cases | 


are those of sorting clerks as then known; 
and whether the Postmaster General will 
direct that they be put in receipt of their 
salaries and privileges as promised. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
Memorials from the six Dublin sorting 
clerks and telegraphists referred to in the 
question have been received. These 


| officers, having been selected as learners, 
| were nominated to 


the Civil Service 
Commissioners in November and Decem- 
ber, 1896, but failed to pass in the ex- 
amination. They then applied for a fur- 


in the event of such being granted, 


stated, in reply, about the end of Feb- 
Sir THOMAS ESMONDE: I beg to) 


ruary, 1897. Asan act of grace a second 
trial was allowed them, and they were 
re-nominated as early as_ practicable, 
namely, at the end of April, 1897—five 
of the officers receiving appointments 


(on the 12th June and the remaining 
| officer on the 29th July, 1897. 
/was no promise that they should be 
/nominated again at the time stated, and 


There 


even if they had been re-nominated then, 


mouth Recommendations, which were 


|introduced on that date, precluded the 


higher initial pay being granted to any 


| persons appointed after the Ist April, 


1897. As these officers failed to pass the 
first examination, for which they had 
ample time to prepare themselves, the 
Postmaster General sees no reason to 
make any alteration in their initial rate 
of pay. 
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CORK POST OFFICE—UNESTABLISHED THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
, SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 
Mr. J. F. X. O'BRIEN : I beg to ask | E.): I am afraid I can make no state- 
the Secretary to the Treasury, as repre- | ment on this subject at present. 
senting the Postmaster General, whether 
he can state the present number of | Mr. TRITTON (Lambeth, Norwood) : 
unestablished clerks in the post office,|Is the right hon. Gentleman aware 
Cork, whether there are any vacancies | that a large number of his own supporters. 
now ; and, if so, how long they have been | who memorialised him on the subject 
unfilled ; have some of these youths been | Jast December are very anxious to see 
over two and a half years in office, and | this Bill introduced, and will he endea- 
what arethegeneral prospectsfor appoint- | your to meet their wishes ? 
ment, and will he recommend that at 
least one-half of these be appointed! Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If I either 
before others are advertised for ; and, in| had or could make time, I should be 
future, will he insert in the announce- | glad to meet the wishes of my hon. friend 
ment for learners the conditions showing | and other persons, both in connection 
that all qualifying are liable to be kept | with this Bill and with other Bills. 
unappointed, and also their wages, for 





some years after appointment, and the | PRIVATE MEMBERS’ BILLS. 
condition that they will not be credited) \pr GHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
with this service. | E.): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 


eae 8 _ | Treasury whether he will assent to 

Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: | the appointment of a Select Committee 
There are eighteen learners employed at | to inquire whether, and, if so, by 
Cork, and there are at present two) what alterations of procedure, further 
vacancies for men sorting clerks and | facilities can be given for passing through 
telegraphists, one of which has been | their several stages Bills introduced 
unfilled since the end of October, the by private Members, and supported by 
other only since the beginning of last decisive majorities in this House. 
month. Two learners—the only learners | 
with more than two and a half years; Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am not 
service—have been nominated to fill the | gatisfied that any advantage would be 
vacancies, and their cases are being pro- | obtained by the course the right hon. 
ceeded with. The cause of the delay in Gentleman suggests. 
filling the earlier vacancy is being in- ; i Vee : 
quired into. In order to obtain and MR. CHANNING: Does the right 
train a sufficient number of learners for | hon. Gentleman propose to take any 
the service it is necessary to forecast the Other steps in order to give greater 
probable requirements of an office for | facilities to private Members’ Bills ? 


some time in advance, but in doing s0| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have no 


are k taken, ae far as Aires not | statement to make on that subject at 
to take on a larger number of learners ithe present moment. 


than can probably be provided with | 
established places within about two years.| (COMPANY DIRECTORS VOTING ON 
It is, however, impracticable, with due | PRIVATE BILLS. 

regard to the requirements of the service,; Si; JOHN LENG (Dundee): I beg 
to adopt the course suggested in the | to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 


latter part of the question. 'whether, in view of the declaration 
| required from Members appointed on 

LICENSING LEGISLATION—THE | Private Bill Committees, for the main- 
GOVERNMENT PROPOSALS. ‘tenance of the dignity of this House,. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Den- | and to relieve it from repeated discus- 
bighshire, W.): I beg to ask the First | sions delaying public business, he will 
Lord of the Treasury whether he can) propose a Standing Order precluding 
state when the Bill dealing with drunken- | directors of companies voting on private 
ness in licensed houses, referred to in! Bills promoted by companies of which 
the King’s Speech, will be introduced. they are directors, 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon.| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Treasury 
Member appears to desire that the | Minute to which the hon. Gentleman 
principle applicable to a judicial body | refers no doubt does apply to the Military 
like a Committee sitting upstairs on Secretary of the War Office. The Minute 
private Bills should be applied to the | is already on the Table of the House. 
House at large when they are dealing 
with these Bills on Second Reading or! Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: The 
Third Reading. I do not know whether | officials in the Library tell me there is no 
he desires that no Member should speak | such Paper. Seeing that the Minute 
or vote on a Billin which his constituents | is being constantly disregarded, will the 
are interested. I agree with the hon. right hon. Gentleman have it issued 
yentleman that it is extremely incon- | again ? 
venient that there should not be asettled | 
practice of the House in this matter. Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I had a copy 
I do not agree with him as to the direc- | of it in the form of a Parliamentary Paper 
tion that settled practice should take, in my hands not two hours ago. 
but I do agree with him that it should 7 Rie 
be settled one way or the other. I _ MR. EDMUND ROBERTSON: Not 
should hope that an opportunity of here. 
coming to a decision upon this question! yp 4 J. BALFOUR: No, in Down. 
will occur in the course of the present ing Street. 
session. 

* aieee A ? BUDGET RESOLUTIONS. 

SIR JOHN LENG : Will the right Mr. HERBERT LEWIS: 
hon. Gentleman favour the appoint- | ee ike Weak Tasid 
ment of a Select Committee to consider | r : sass aren 
the question of how private Bill legis- 
lation can be conducted with the least 
possible interference 


I beg to 
of the Treasury 
whether he will arrange in future that 
resolutions moved by Mr. Chancellor 
of the Exchequer in Conmittee of Ways 
and Means shall, after Budget night, 
appear on the Orders of the Day when- 
ever they are set down for consideration. 





*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! Notice ; 
must be given of that question. 


Sir JOHN BRUNNER: Will the Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 
right hon. Gentleman consider whether would be very unadvisable. 
a declaration from him alone would 
not be sufficient to encourage a practice | _-—— 
which would meet with the approval CREMATION BILL. 


of the House ? 
Reported, with Amendments from 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I greatly the Standing Committee on Law, ete. 
doubt whether any declaration I could | Report to lie upon the Table. and to 
make would meet with universalapproval. |}, tei [No ay ] renee 
I have no evidence of that. P emer soe 


I think it 


Minutes of Proceedings of the Standing 


CIVIL SERVANTS AND POLITICAL | Committee to be printed. [No. 157.] 
CONTROVERSIES. | Bill, as amended (in the Standing 
Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- Committee), to be taken into considera- 
dee): I beg to ask the First Lord of the tion upon Thursday next, and to be 
Treasury whether the Treasury Minute | printed. [Bill 162.] 
regulating the conduct of the Civil | 





Service in reference to political contro- 


versies applies to the person holding the | 
post of Military Secretar’ at the War 
Office : ani whether, as the Minute does 
not appear to have been laid upon the 
Table of the House, he will consent to 
its being published as a Parliamentary | 
Paper. . | 








DUBLIN (EQUALISATION “OF RATES) 


| BILL [Lords]. 
| Reported, with Amendments ; report 


to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“An Act to amend the Law relating to 
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the Arrangement of Polling Districts | of confidence. The law on the subject is 
in Parliamentary Boroughs.” Polling | at present contained in Sections 75 and 
Arrangements (Parliamentary Boroughs) | 76 of the Act, and [ do not think I am 
Bill [Lords]. _using language too strong when I say that 

Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to | these sections have long been the oppro- 


- : brium of our criminal law. Confused 
ake further provision with respect to ; Ady high dg 
a. simampnaiiiis of Polling ee overlapping as they are, they are 
for the Election of County Councillors.” | unable to deal with the worst cases. This 

0 , UY ) Ss. 


: : 4 av explaine ’ the fact that these 

. ; oC i, | may be explained by t 

Tord Districts (County Councils) Bil ‘ aaunin lave galas avai 
ords. 


‘they have been passed to meet parti- 
—— ‘cular cases, instead of being prepared 
‘on a principle. Pointed attention was 

NEW BILLS. | drawn to the state of the law by an extra- 
| dition case in 1891 in relation to frauds 

committed by a notary in Paris. Extra- 
HIGHWAYS. | dition was demanded in the case, and the 
| question arose whether the charges 


tration of Highways, ordered to be against the man were crimes under the 
brought in by Mr. Bill Sir John Doring- | English law. The judges before whom 
ton, Lord Edmond "Fitzmaurice Mr. the case came used some very strong 


Henry Hobhouse, and Mr. Channing. language on the matter. Mr. Justice 
: /Cave said that the law unfortunately, 


en instead of being in the form of a code, or 
ee ae a .. {even a well-drawn consolidated Act, was 

“To amend the Law for the adminis- | jy shreds and tatters, and one had to 
tration of Highways,’”’ presented, and.! jook at different portions of the statute 
read the first time ; to be read a second jy order to see how far a person entrusted 
time upon Thursday, 23rd May, and to with property was made responsible for 
be printed. [Bill 163.] the fraudulent misappropriation of it. 
|Mr. Justice Wills used even stronger 

CHURCH PARISH COUNCILS. language, and said he shared the feeling 

Bill to provide for the appointment | of humiliation expressed by his learned 
of Church Parish Councils in England | brother when one was obliged to confess 
and Wales, ordered to be brought in by formally that the atrocious things done 
Mr. Mellor, Mr. Channing, Sir Brampton | by the man whose case was before them 
Gurdon, Mr. Higginbottom, and Mr. | (if the evidence was to be relied upon) 
Charles M‘Arthur. were not punishable by the English law. 
It seemed to him an extraordinary thing 
that a man entrusted with money by 
other people for investment should be 
| able to put it into his own pocket fraudu- 
lently and dishonestly, and yet commit 
time ; to be read a second time upon ”° aay BAL by niatle 00 = 
Wednesday, 15th May, and to be printed. | “"? gran se ‘vill sathaett actually 
[Bill 164.] | arose In this country wi serve to bring 
| before the House the condition of the 

alae \law more forcibly than any amount of 
cession __ |general description of the law. A 

Tae ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir solicitor was employed to raise money on 
Ropert Finiay, Inverness Burghs): I | mortgage, and out of the proceeds to pay 
have to ask leave to bring in a Bill to! off certain other mortgages, and hand 
amend the Larceny Act, 1861. As the! the balance to his client. He did 
Bill will effect an amendment in the’ not pay off the mortgages, and paid over 
criminal law, it may be convenient that I only a portion of what was supposed to 
should say a very few words upon it. It be the surplus, appropriating the rest. 
relates to a subject to which much atten- Jt was held that the man could not be 
tion has recently been directed—namely, convicted under the law. He escaped 
frauds committed by agents in positions from the fir t part of Section 75 because 


Bill to amend the Law for the adminis- 


CHURCH PARISH COUNCILS BILL 

“To provide for the appointment of 
Church Parish Councils in England and 
Wales,”’ presented, and read the first 
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there were no directions in writing, and | fact, place the law of England in very 
from the second part |ecause it did not | much the same position as that of Scot- 
apply to the receipt of money, and from | land. This was an illustration of the way 
Section 76 because the section only|in which sometimes good was done by 
applied to cases where the agent was | opposing a Bill which was drawn some- 
entrusted with property for safe custody. | what perfunctorily, and enabling the 
I think every hon. Member will agree} Government to manfully consider the 
that such a state of things is a scandal | provisions so as to produce a really good 
to the law. There are three principal | measure the next year. 

blots in the statute. In a great many 

cases there can be no conviction unless | Bill to amend the Larceny Act, 1861 
there have been directions in writing, | ordered to be brought in by Mr. Attorney 
and in cases which have unfortunately |General, Mr. Secretary Ritchie, Mr. 
been so frequently before the public, | Attorney General for Ireland, and Mr, 
where solicitors are concerned, it often | Solicitor General. 

rested with the solicitors to say whether | 

directions should be sodrawn up. If there | LARCENY BILL. 

were none, the solicitor would appropriate! “To amend the Larceny Act, 1861,” 
the money with impunity. In the second | presented, and read the first Site 3 toh 
place, it has been held that the sections | read a second time upon Thursday next 
do not apply to the cases of those who are | and to be printed. [Bill 165.] 
agents to receive as distinguished from | 

agents to pay. ‘Thirdly, it has been held WINE AND BEERHOUSE ACTS 
toat the sections, which enumerate a| AMENDMENT, 

number of specific cases of agents, only, Bill to amend the Law relating to the 
apply to persons who are agents ejusdem | licensing of Beerhouses and places for the 
generis. ‘There was acase in whicha con- | sale of Cider and Wine by retail in Eng- 
juror by profession induced a woman to | land and Wales, ordered tc be brought in 
invest in shares, and he misappropriated | by Mr. Herbert Lewis, Mr. Cameron 
the money, but escaped conviction on the | Corbett, and Mr. Crawford Smith. 
ground that his ordinary business was | 

that of a conjuror, and. that he only WINE AND BEERHOUSE ACTS AMEND- 





casually acted as an agent. This Bill MENT BILL. 
proposes to repeal the sections alto-| ‘‘To amend the Law relating to the 


gether, and to substitute a short and licensing of Beerhouses and places for the 
clear enactment rendering punishable all sale of Cider and Wine by retail in Eng- 
classes of fraudulent misappropriation of | land and Wales,” presented, and read the 
property entrusted to or received by an/ first time ; to be read a second time upon 
agent. I trust the Government will) Wednesday next, and to be printed. 
have the assistance of the House in pass- | [Bill 166.] 
ing this measure, which is purely non- | ee 
contentious. It deserves the sympathy | 
and assistance of every one desirous that | SUPPLY [5TH atiorrep Day.] 
this impunity should cease to be extended} Considered in Committee :— 
to frauds of a particularly heartless de- | (In the Committee.) 
scription. | (Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 
| Penrith) in the chair. ] 

Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) Civi, Service Estimates, 1901-2. 
said a Bill dealing with this sub- aed 
ject was before the House last session, Crass III. 
but in his judgment it failed to; Motion made, and Question proposed, 
meet the cases at which it was aimed, | ‘“‘ That a sum, not exceeding £35,077, be 
and he was glad, therefore, that the| granted to His Majesty, to complete the 
Government agreed to withdraw it. | sum necessaryto defray the Charge which 
He believed the measure which the| will comein course of payment during the 
Attorney General had now described | year ending on the 31st day of March, 
would, if passed, place the law on a much | 1902, for Criminal Prosecutions and other 
more satisfactory footing. It would, in| Law Charges in Ireland.” 


Sir Robert Finlay. 
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625 Supply—Civil 
Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 


Seotland) said he rose to move the motion 
which stood in his name, which was to 


reduce the salary of the Attorney General | 


for Ireland by the sum of £500. He had 
seen some statements in the public press 
describing this motion as inspired mainly, 
if not entirely, by the case of his hon. 
friend Mr. M'Hugh, and by the proceed- 
ings in connection with his trial and 
imprisonment. 


the question of jury-packing. He should 
allude at some length to the case of Mr. 
M‘Hugh, and he certainly should allude 
to the question of jury-packing, but, at 
the same time, he wished to state to the 
Committee that the case of Mr. M‘Hugh 
was not the only case upon which he 
rested his charge against the Govern- 
ment in reference to jury-packing ; and 
secondly, he wished to state that, though 
jury-packing happened to be one of the 


most flagrant, formidable, and vicious | 


instruments of maladministration and 
injustice in lreland, his charge, and the 
charge of hon. Members whose opinions 
he shared, was against the whole system 
of the administration of justice in Ireland, 
top and bottom, root and branch. Jury- 
packing was not a new incident of 
Irish life, as some people seemed to 
think. Jury-packing was practically a 
perennial and constant element of 
criminal administration in Ireland, 
and he should be able to show in 
the course of his observations that it 
was one of the justifications he should 
have to give of the language used that 
jury-packing was an evil so ancient, deep- 
rooted. and so frequently arraigned in 
this House and elsewhere in Irish life, 
that really the Irish people have come to 
a state of despair as to whether it could 
ever be remedied or removed at all. He 


said, however, that jury-packing, though | 


a very formidable and great instrument 
of maladministration in Ireland, was 
only one, and on that point he wished to 
say that the case he should try to prove 
was that the entire administration of the 
law in Ireland was calculated to and did 
produce a reign, not of law, but of the 
abrogation of law ; not the maintenance 
but the prevention of justice ; not the | 
protection of individual and_ national 
liberty, but the abrogation and destruc- | 
tion of individual liberty. | 


VOL. XCIII. [Fourrs Series.] | 


{3 May 1901} 


He had also seen it stated | 
that his motion would deal only with | 


‘administration of the law. 


626 


His difficulty in dealing with this 
vase, as in dealing with many other 
‘eases in connection with Irish affairs, 
was that he did not regard the ill- 
|treatment and misgovernment of 
Ireland as, in this country at least 
or in this House, entirely the result, 
or mainly the result, or to some extent at 
all the result of wicked, malignant ill- 
feeling and oppression towards Ireland. 
He put it down largely to ignorance of 
Irish life—to prejudice, the child of 
ignorance as regards Irish life ; and as 
to that ignorance, he put its main source 
to this, that we called different things by 
the same names; or, in other words, 
that what we called by the same name in 
England and Ireland meant one thing in 
England and quite the opposite thing in 
Ireland ; and that observation he espe- 
cially applied to this question of the 
When one 
argued with a Unionist on the question 
of the Irish demand he was frequently 
met with the statement—‘ I am very 
friendly to Ireland. I have no desire 
except to advance the interests of Ireland, 
and to remove the evils from which she 
undoubtedly suffers, but I really cannot 
understand what Irishmen are. after. 
You want to change the law ; you com- 
plain of being an oppressed country and 
of suffering injustice; but the fact is, 
you have exactly the same laws in Ireland 
as we have in England, and as they have 
in Scotland, and yet you still consider 
you have a grievance, and you want a 


Service Estimates. 


} 
| 
| 


‘fundamental and overwhelming change 


in the relations between the two 
countries.” Well, it was quite true that 
in Ireland, as in England, a man who was 
tried was first brought before a magis- 
trate, was then committed for trial and 
was brought before a grand jury, was 
then brought before a judge; and 
finally, it was true, he had that element 
of protection and of liberty of every free 
man, namely, the jury and the jury box. 
It was also true that in Ireland, as in 
England, besides the magistrate, the 
grand jury, and the judge, and the 
final element for the protection of the 


|liberty of every man, namely, the jury, 
‘there was also a free press ; and it was 


stated, and rightly stated, that one of the 


| most solemn functions and duties of the 


press was to vigilantly watch and to 
freely and gravely criticise the adminis- 


Z 





{COMMONS} 


tration of justice in order to protect | summon, to instruct, and to command 
every man in the country, no matter how |the magistrates of Ireland as to the 
humble he might be. These were the | wishes of Dublin Castle on the admini- 
superficial resemblances between the law | stration of justice. The hon. Member 
in Ireland and the law in England ; but | observed that theChief Secretary laughed, 
let them come to the reality. The | Did he think he was saying this for fun ? 
magistrate in England was an indepen- | Did he think he was saying this at 
dent man—independent of the Executiv e, random ? Was there a single man in 
standing equally and impartially and | Ireland—Protestant or Catholic, Unionist, 
independently between the humblest | Whig or Tory—that did not think the 
man in the dock and the most powerful | resident magistrate on the bench was 
Government. The jury in England were | nothing but a policeman doing the 
chosen without any attempt on the | behests of Dublin Castle, who prostituted 
part of the Crown—except three in the|the very name of justice while he pre- 
course of the last half-century—to inter- | tended to be administering justice? If 
fere with its composition in the interests | they were to give the resident magistrates 
of the Crown and against the prisoner. | their due, they did not pretend to be 
But the judge in England had reached | anything else. 

his position by honest professional work,; He would give a few instances. An 
as a reward of acknowledged professional | amusing little case occurred in the county 
eminence. He knew very few cases, Kerry during the past few months. A 
indeed, in which it could be alleged that a number of United Irish Leaguers were 
man holding that great position in this | brought before the resident magistrate. 
country ever reached it by the interests | “‘ Of course,” said the Crown solicitor, 
of the religious creed or the religious | addressing the resident magistrate, “ you 
party to which he belonged. Let him | willcommit these men.” He did not know 
take the magistrate. At this time-of | whethertheCrownsolicitor haddined with 
day he would not attempt to go over the | the resident magistrate in the commercial 
old ground of the resident magistrate, or, | room of the local hotel or not. That 
as they called him in Ireland, the | did occur—there was nothing unusual 
“removable.” He would dismiss him in a | init ; but, at any rate, the Crown solicitor 
few sentences. He was created by the| said to the independent magistrate, 
Crown, rewarded by the Crown, degraded | ‘‘ Of course you will commit these men. 

by the Crown, given in old age the | “ Of course,” said the resident magistrate 
security and comfort of a pension or|on the bench. He did not know if the 
condemned to poverty, hunger, or | two augurs winked to each other, but 
despair, according to the will the | everybody knew in Ireland that in such 
Crown. The hon. Member went further. | cases the Crown solicitor was ordering 
He said that the Attorney General and | and the resident magistrate was obeying. 
Dublin Castle or the Chief Secretary—j| But it did not end there. There was 
they were all the same—could regard | many an extraordinary thing about the 
these men, these impartial, independent | administration of justice in Ireland—so 
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magistrates, standing between the Crown | 
and the liberty of the subject, as being as 
much their creatures, their tools, and 
their serfs as the porter that carried their 
messages or the charwoman that lighted 
their fires. Nor was that the only 
distinction between the magistrates in 
England and the magistrates in Ireland. 
Revelations as to the characters of these 
gentlemen had been given by the pre- 
decessors in office of the present occupant 
of the Chief Secretary’s Office. The 
Leader of the Opposition once gave the 
country a little glimpse into his duties 
as Chief Secretary for Lreland, and what 
was one of those duties? It was to 





Mr. T. P. O'Connor. 


extraordinary, he might add, as to reach 
heights so incredible as to be absolutely 


grotesque. Under a _ recent Act of 
Parliament a number of prominent 
county councillors, elected to their 


position by the free voice and the free 
vote of their people, became members of 
the magisterial bench. Now, in this 
country, one magistrate was as good as 
another—at least, he had never heard 
anything to the contrary. But what 
happened in Ireland? In the case to 
which he was about to allude there were 
four magistrates on the bench, and a 
United Irish League case came before the 
court. Two of the magistrates were 
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R.M.’s, and the others were what he 
might call popular magistrates. The 
two popular magistrates were against 
committing the case for trial, but the 
two R.M.’s were in favour of the co- 
mittal of the accused, and “ of course ”’ 
that was their instructions. Now, he 
was not a lawyer, and therefore he spoke 
with some modesty. He asked what 
would happen in England in such a case ? 
He should certainly say it would be 
regarded at least as a case where there 
was doubt, and the accused would have 
the benefit of the doubt. 
the resident magistrates, clothed with 
all the dignity and omnipotence of 
Dublin Castle, regarded the voice of the 
two popular magistrates as non-existent, 
took no notice of them at all, and com- 
mitted the men fortrial. In this country 
they were fortunately free from the 
centuries of struggle and discord of class | 
and race and creed which they in Ireland 
had, and he congratulated this country 
on being so blessed, for he regarded it as 
one of the secrets of the comparative 
benignity and mildness of their strongest 
political strife, and as one of the founda- 
tions of the good feeling prevailing 
between class and class in this country ; 
but in Ireland they had not the same 
state of things, and it was not altogether 
the fault of Ireland. It was not the 
fault altogether of the minority in 
Ireland. It was the fault of those 
crafty and, he might say, devilish states- 
men who had adopted as regards Ireland 
the old maxim of the Roman Emperor, 
“ Divide and conquer,” and who, by 
planting a number of their own fellow- 
countrymen and co-religionists on Irish 
soil under circumstances that necessarily 
brought them into antagonism with the 
majority of the people, sowed the seed 
of religious and racial hate and discord, 
which had come forth as a_ hideous 
harvest of dragons’ teeth in the history 
of Ireland to-day. Therefore they had | 
in Ireland at the present time this great 
war of classes and of creeds which he) 
deplored, which every honest Irishman 
ought to deplore and do his best to 
remove, and which the party had done | 
its best to remove. Of that fact, so far as | 
religious strife was concerned, he asked no 
better proof than the presence by his side | 
of the distinguished Protestant Irishman | 
who came to them from Canada. 


| 
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But in Ireland | 
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Comingnowtothe grand jury,that wasa 
jury necessarily composed of men divided 
by class and religion and political feeling 
from the men who were usually brought 
to trial. Therefore, he said, the grand 
jury did not exist in Ireland as a means 
of protection for the liberty of the 
subject as it was in England. 

He wanted now to say a word about the 
bar of Ireland—a bar that had contributed 
representatives from Ulster more re- 
markable for their promises than for their 
performances. The Attorney General 
was the head of the profession, and, as 
far as his abilities were concerned, was 
very worthy of that position. He had 
nothing to say against his abilities, but 
he regarded the right hon. Gentleman 
as a narrow political partisan. In 
Ireland legal abilities and political bias 
were only too often found to go together. 
He wanted to say this one word about 
the bar of Ireland—it was at one time 
one of the greatest safeguards and 
protectors of the liberties of Ireland. 
He believed one of the last meetings 
held against the destruction of the Irish 
Parliament was a meeting of the Irish 
bar; and amongst the enemies of the 
Union, amongst its most eloquent oppo- 
nents, and amongst the men whose 
inspired prophecies had been fully realised 
as to the evils of that Union, were legal 
luminaries like Plunket, Saurin, and 
Curran. He believed also the first 
speech of O’Connell at a meeting of the 
Irish bar was a speech protesting against 
the Act of Union. But what was the 
condition of the Irish bar to-day ? Why, 
there was not to-day five per cent., cer- 
tainly not ten per cent.,of the barristers of 
Ireland that were not either bought or 
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‘prepared to be bought by the Govern 


ment—but the price was high and the 
market was not very firm. Englishmen 
were constantly saying to them: “‘ What 
a mistake it is for you to try to sepa- 
rate Ireland from England. Here is a 


small, poor country on one side, and a 


great, wealthy country on the other. 


‘On one side is one of the poorest 


countries in the world, and on the other 
one of the richest. How can you, as 
rational men, desire to separate Ireland, 
with all its poverty, from England, with 
all the benefits and fructifying blessings 
of its wealth?” It was true they 
had the fructifying effects of the 


Z2 
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wealth of this opulent Empire applied { gave £30,000 a year to the Attorney 
to the poverty of their country, but |General and to the Solicitor General, 
with what object? To debase, to; The only consolation in that was that 
debauch, and buy the best intel- one of the recipients was an Irishman, 
lects of Ireland—to use them against and a very able and brilliant Irishman, 
the rights and liberties of their people. too. But if either of these gentle. 
The price, too, had been very high ; for men accepted the Lord Chancellor 
there was this extraordinary contradic- ship, with £10,000 a year, or any 


tion in Irish life, that the poorest country ,of the highest positions open to. 


in the world had the largest and best | them, they would do so at a con. 
paid judiciary. Everybody in the service siderable sacrifice to their incomes, 
of the Government in Ireland was over- In Ireland it was different. A man 
paid. The very sub-constable of police | making his £1,500 or £2,000 a year at 
was overpaid. Why, if Virgil were to | the bar could earn £3,500 a year or more 
come back and write his ‘“ Georgies,”’ in the service of the Government, and, 
and address once more his familiar | like the Georgic policeman, have plenty 
friend—that odious enemy of their | of leisure and be entitled to a big pension 
school-days, who sat under the branches for the remainder of his life. 
of the tree--the place of honour he What was the position with regard 
should go to would be Ireland, the | to Ireland? It was, that it is 
country of police barracks; and there a country going to ruin; it is 
under the sunny skies all day long, he a country with a population which 
would see a 6 feet 2 inches Irish police- has diminished from nine millions to 
constable sunning himself in the open nearly four millions ; and the depopu- 
air, taking his ease, and enjoying the lation was continuing day by day, week 
fructifying blessings of Irish rule and by week, and year by year. During the 
the combination of the associations of | last ten years, when the hopes of Ireland 
British wealth and Irish poverty. More lay low owing to the divisions of the 
than that, he was beginning to think Irish Members, 42,000 people left the 
he would come to appreciate the police- country. Everybody in fact left Ireland 
man’s side of life in Ireland, for when the | Who could get out of it except the police 
policeman got to middle age he had a constables, the lawyers, and the Govern- 
Government ready, though he was sound ment Officials. He was down in Galway 
and healthy, to give him a fine pension. the other day. They had a beautiful 
Why, the opulent and popular publican bay there and a town which if Ireland 
in lreland—his hon. friend below him Were in a normal condition ought to be 
looked on this with a certain sardonic the great entre pot between the world of 
amusement, because he was a rabid the West and the world of the East. 
teetotaler—the landgrabber, or the owner He was informed that a special steamer 
of a hotel, was in many cases a_ police had been sent there the first time for the 
pensioner, retired in the full bloom of | last twenty or thirty years by an Atlantic 
middle age, and filling the savings banks | Company to take away the people who 
with the money he had got out of the Were too numerous to find accom- 
opulent purse of England. Barristers modation in all the other ports 
in Ireland, even the best of them. did | 0f Ireland which have Transatlantic 
facilities. When he put these facts 
together, when he considered these 
overpaid, indolent, and corrupt officials— 
corrupt in the sense of being enemies 
of their own people and race—when he 
put Ireland with her disappearing 
Tere | population, her towns falling into ruins, 
Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR: Well, did they | her fields deserted, on the one side, and on 
make £3,000? How many made £3,000 | the other side these functionaries with 
a year? Not half a dozen. They all | excessive salaries, he could not but regard 
knew what barristers made in England. | them as a kind of parasite thriving on 
They had experience of that a few | decay and growing fat on disease. 
nights ago in the House of Commons,| Having shown the kind of men that 
when the Government by a majority ' govern Ireland, he passed to another pro- 
Mr. T. P. O'Connor, 


not make £2,000 a year. 


Tne ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. J. W. Atkinson, Lon- 
donderry, N.) expressed dissent. 
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tection that existed in England, namely, 
the Press. What happened in Ireland ? 
Why, when the Government resorted 
to its evil practices the first thing 
it tried to do was to close the 


mouth and arrest the pen of every | 


man who had the courage to assail these 
infamous methods, and every man who 
denounced jury-packing could only do so 
at the risk of his liberty. The editor 
who denounced jury-packing could do so 
only at the peril of his freedom or at the 


risk of his liberty, and mayhap even | 


his life. Yet they were told there were 
similar and equal laws for England and 
Ireland. He thought he had shown why 
it was the people of Ireland attached so 
much more importance than English- 
men to juries. A fair trial by jury was 


their desperate sole refuge from injustice. | 


Every other foree in the country was 
against them. ‘There was a mighty and 
powerful combination against them, a 


combination backed by the wealth, aye, | 


and by the bayonets, of England, in every 
place where men sought for justice, and 
therefore they looked to the jury box 


as the last thin partition between them | 


and the loss of their liberties and rights. 


Therefore they were entitled to come’ 
before this House and demand that it | 


should condemn in the strongest form a 
system which was a denial of the rights 
of trial by jury, and which, while giving 
to Ireland the form and semblance of 
trial by jury, loaded the dice and packed 
the box until the system as little deserved 
to be called trial by jury as it was known 
in England as was the court-martial of 
Dreyfus in France or the trial of a 


Nihilist in the police cells of St. Peters- 


burg. 

What was the real test of govern- 
ment by law? The first test was the 
absolute separation of judicial and execu- | 
tive authority, and he said that the 
administration of justice in Ireland, in 
addition to its wrong, had the additional | 
vice that it had allthe forms of constitu- | 
tional law and all the realities of | 
despotism. Let them govern Ireland 
despotically if they thought it was. 
their duty—and he did not think their 
experiments in that way had_ been | 
encouraging—but at all events let them | 
discard the miserable cowardice and | 
hypocrisy of pretending that they were | 
governing constitutionally. What did | 
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‘trial by jury mean? If the Committee 
required him to give a definition of 
|jury-packing he would remind it of 
the passage in Stevenson where one 
of the characters in the troublesome 
times in Scotland was recommended to 
‘stand his trial. ‘‘ What,’ said he—he 
was of the other clan—‘‘ what, with 
MacCallum on the bench and twelve 
MacCallums in the jury-box!” That 
was a most excellent definition of jury- 
packing. Jury-packing was the trial 
of a man for a class offence by men 
of the opposite class and of a different 
creed, and if the offence was_ political 
it was his trial by a jury consisting 
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entirely of his political opponents. 
| Did any man_ object to these 
| definitions? They were mathematical 
in their accuracy and _ moderate 


in their statement, and if there were 
any Euclid in the science andart of trial 
by jury they would be accepted by 
every man possessing a keen mathe- 
matical mind. Applying that to Lreland, 
But 
before he left the historical part let him 
say that they had been fighting against 
jury-packing for two centuries, and if 
the great-grandfather of the present 
Chief Secretary had survived to stand 
his trial he would have found himself 
before a packed jury and Lord Norbury. 
If the right hon. Gentleman would 
only read the speeches of John Philpot 
Curran, a contemporary of Lord Edward 
Fitzgerald, he would find in them de- 


nunciations of jury-packing almost 
identical with their own. 

Now, he had to use the words 
“ Protestant’ and “ Catholic.”’ He 
regretted it, but he had to speak 
of the realities of Irish life, and 


it was a sad and painful reality that 
in Ireland the two races to a certain 
extent, even in the same towns and 
streets, lived their separate lives the 
one from the other. It was a most 
unfortunate circumstance, but every 
man knew the religion of every other 
man—except the Attorney General. He 
made it a strong charge against the 


Attorney General that he had_ built 


a new wall of separation between Catho- 
lics and Protestants. And what worse 
deed could any man do, considering the 
present circumstances and the historical 
associations of Ireland, not only to 
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Catholics and Protestants, but to future | 
generations, than to tell the Catholics | 


ot Ireland that their Protestant fellow- 
countrymen are to be used as the tool 
and instrument of Dublin Castle and 
Irish landlordism ? Would jury-packing 
be denied ? How could it be, except by 
aman in the angelic state of innocence 
of the Attorney General ? They had in 


Ireland a system called winter assizes. | 


Cork occupied the proud position of 
being used for that purpose in the pro- 
vince of Munster, whilst Sligo occupied 


an equally proud eminence in the pro- | 


vince of Connaught, with the result 
that when a man who was a member 
of the United Irish League and a 
Catholic was tried] in those places he 
was tried by a jury exclusively Pro- 
testant in its nature. What could be 
thought of an exclusively Protestant 
jury in the county of Galway, where 
there were 350,000 Catholics and 50,000 
Protestants? In Sligo there were 90,000 
Catholics and 7,000 Protestants. The 
Attorney General for Ireland suggested 
that this wasan accident. Two men named 
Muffany and Maguire] were charged 
with the very grave offence of intimi- 
dation that arose out of a case of a man 
called Hughs, who had grabbed a farm. 
He (Mr. O’Connor) was not going over 
the whole question of the right of com- 
bination in Ireland; but he held, and 
people in Ireland held, that the farmers 
in Ireland had the same right to com- 
bine for the protection of their interests 
as the mechanics of England, as the 
coal miners of England, and as the dockers 
of England, and they claimed that in 
defending the doctrine of combination 
they were only following at a very humble 
distance a practice of the legal profes- 
sion which the Attorney General adorned. 
Was it to be seriously contended that 
there was not as much necessity to com- 
bine among the tenantry of Ireland as 
among the legal profession? In order 
to let in a little light upon the question 
he would put to the House, side by side, 
two budgets—the budget of the Irish 
farmer and the budget of the Depart- 
ment which was represented in this 
House by the Attorney General. The 
question the House was discussing was 
the Vote for the Law Officers of the 
Crown. It contained the following 
items :—Law officers, £7,000; Crown 
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solicitors, £16,722; assistant Crown 
solicitors, £2,720; prosecutors, ete., 
£17,000 ; fees to law officers over and 
above their salaries, £1,000; fees to 
counsel, £8,000 ; general law expenses, 
£1,600 ; defence of public officials, £400 ; 
assize expenses, £11,520. Grand total, 
£70,467. That was not the whole of it, 
because in the next Vote there were the 
items of the Supreme Court of Judi- 
cature and other legal departments of 
Ireland, £36,000, which irought the 
grand total up to £106,468—that was 
exclusive of the judges’ sal:ries. That 
was the budget of the Dublin Castle 
officials ; that was the budget of the 
legal profession which had the strictest 
code of combination and boycott of any 
society in the world. Against that he 
would give the budget of an Irish farmer 
who was not to be allowed the right of 
combination. He apologised for bring- 
ing such squalid figures before the 
Attorney General—it was almost an 
offence to do so :—Rent, £1 10s. ; county 
cess, 2s.; agricultural charges, 6s. ; 
meal, 2s. ; flour, £1 10s. ; groceries, etc., 
10s. ; clothing, £3 ; lights for the year, 
5s.; utensils, tools, ete., 10s.; and 
tobacco, £1 6s. Grand total, £10 19s. 
‘* Receipts : ’ Sale of calf, £2 ; two sheep, 
16s. ; profit on a deal, £2 ; fish, £3 ; pigs, 
£2. Total receipts, £9 16s. The Attorney 
General had a right to combine to pre- 
serve his budget, yet it was suggested 
that this poor creature was not to be 
at liberty to take the same course to 
protect the patch of potatoes and the 
hovel in which the misgovernment of 
England had placed him. Muffany and 
Maguire were charged with intimidating 
a contemptible creature named Hughs, 
who had grabbed a farm. It happened 
that they were brought to Sligo, where 
they were tried before a jury. The 
number of the panel was about 200, and 
170 of the people whose names _ were 
contained in the panel were Catholics. 
When the jury was being sworn twenty- 
two men were ordered to stand aside, 
every one of whom was a Catholic, with 
the result that the two Catholic United 
Irish Leaguers were tried by a jury com- 
posed exclusively of Protestants. Every- 


' body knew of that except the Attorney- 
' General and the District Inspector, who 


was cross-examined at the trial, and 


| who said that the Crown challenged 
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jurors in that trial to the number of en this system of jury-packing had been 
somewhere about twenty-two. The! going on for a century and a half. Mr. 
question was put to that gentleman, M‘Hugh’s article consisted practically 
“And by a curious coincidence they | of two parts. In the first part he raised 


happened to be Catholics ?” and his reply | the issue of jury-packing and challenged 





was, “‘ I do not know, I only knew one 
juror on the trial.” What was the 
offence of Mr. M‘Hugh ? 
commented upon this extraordinary pro- 
ceeding in strong language, but why 
should he not? Everybody was dis- 
gusted with it except the Attorney 
General and the District Inspector. Dr. 
Clancy, following the example of m ny 
bishops in Ireland, felt so insulted by 
this outrage on his religion that he 
wrote an open letter. Why did not the’ 


Attorney General prosecute him? He, 
“condemning the un- | 


wrote a letter 
justifiable practice of excluding Catholics 
from serving upon juries for the simple 


reason that they were Catholics.” Was 
that statement true or false? Were 


Catholics excluded from serving on 
juries “ for the simple reason that they | 
were Catholics ?” 


Mr. ATKINSON: I do not exactly 
know how to answer; to answer simply 
yes or no would convey a false im- 
pression. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR said he could 
quite understand the coyness of the 
right hon. Gentleman. He would put 
the question again in an oratorical form. 
Was that statement true or false? It 
any man in the House said that it was 
false, then he must also be prepared to 
say that the head of the Catholic body 
in Sligo, knowing the feeling of the people 
there, had been base enough to put his 
name to a lying statement; but the 
Protestants of Sligo themselves were so 
disgusted by the unfair position in which 
they and their fellow citizens had been 
placed that they protested. Mr. M‘Hugh 
was mayor of Sligo for the second time 
and editor of the Sligo Champion, the 
chief paper in the district. Would it not 
have been cowardly on his part if he had 
not protested strongly, vehemently, and 
even violently against this gross outrage 
upon his own people and creed, and this 
abuse of the forms of law for the purposes | 
of despotism? He admitted that the 
comments were vehement and violent, | 
but they were made under provocation, 


Mr. M‘Hugh | 


‘the Government upon it; in the other, 
| by way of emphasising his case, he gave 
the names of the particular jury packed 
by the Attorney Ceneral. What did the 
Attorney General do? He indicted Mr. 
M‘Hugh in a form which gave every 
possible advantage to the Crown and 
every possible disadvantage to the accused. 
Here was the extraordinary part of the 
business. Mr. M‘Hugh was denounced for 
his strong language about jury-packing, 
but his challenge with regard to the jury- 
packing itself was not met. Let the 
Attorney General prove if he could that 
Mr. M‘Hugh’s language was violent ; 
that was not the question at issue. It 
was not a question of a particular ex 
ample or of any particular denunciation. 
The issue the Gentlemen on the Treasury 
Bench had to meet was the one from 
which they ran away in Dublin, namely, 
was the jury packed or was it not? 
That, and that alone, was the question 
at issue. Even if it could be proved that 
the verdict of the packed jury was in 
accord with the evidence and in the 
interest of the public, he would maintain 
that a just verdict became unjust when 
it was obtained through the instrumen- 
tality of a packed jury. But to turn to 
the pleadings. It was quite true that 
Mr. M‘Hugh’s plea was partial, just as 
the indictment of the Government was 
partial. 


Mr. ATKINSON explained that the 
plea of justification, to which the hon. 
Member was about to refer, was set aside, 
as, under an indictment for seditious libel, 
such a plea could not be put in. The 
question of whether or not the comments 
were justifiable was, however, raised 
under the subsequent plea of “ Not 
guilty.” 


Mr. T. P. O°;CONNOR was very grate- 
ful to the right hon. and learned Member 
for his interruption. He had entirely 
confirmed his argument. In that plea 
Mr. M‘Hugh set out that the panel of 
jurors consisted of 258 special jurors, of 
whom about 180 were Roman Catholics, 


‘and that the Solicitor General ordered 














639 Supply—Civil 


{COMMONS} 





Service Estimates. 640 


the Catholics to stand by until he suc-| Government wished to strike him, was 


ceeded in getting a jury composed ex- | 


clusively of Protestants. Mr. M‘Hugh, 
therefore, boldly raised the issue of jury 
packing, and the Attorney 


because Mr. M‘Hugh was tried on a 
charge of seditious libel. 


Mr. ATKINSON said Mr. M‘Hugh 
was not precluded from making that 
plea on the issue actually tried. 


Mr. T. P. O’CONNOR confessed his 


General | 
apparently thought it a sufficient answer | 
to say that the plea was disallowed | 
could find anything like that outside 
| Ireland. 
‘less than thirteen men were challenged 


the raising of the questionof jury-packing. 
Would it be believed by the Committee 
that Mr. M'Hugh, who was being tried 
on an issue of jury-packing, was himself 
tried before two juries which were practi- 
cally packed? He did not think they 


And what happened? No 


‘at the first trial, and he was not quite 


sure whether all of them were Catholies 


or not, but he believed they were. If 
‘they were not all Catholics, then their 


inability to follow the right hon and | 


learned Member in discussing niceties of 
law. 


All he could say was that Mr. | 


M‘Hugh was tried for seditious libel, and | 
‘and they called one of the Catholics 


the Attorney General selected the form 
of the indictment, in regard to which 
this plea was disallowed. The 
charge was that of jury-packing, but at 
the trial, whenever any reference was 


main | 


case was not in accordance with the 
practice of the Attorney General. When 
they had challenged these thirteen 
Catholics they found that they had 
not a sufficient number of jurymen, 


back again. And so Mr. M‘Hugh’s case 
was tried, in the first instance. by a 


| jury upon which the Attorney General 


made to jury-packing, the Crown counsel 


jumped up and declared it tobe irrelevant. 
The same line was followed in the pro- 
ceedings in connection with the Freeman’s 
Journal. In that case Mr. Bodkin 
called attention to the manner in which 
Catholics had been insulted by the system 
of jury-packing, and said that those who 
had fought penal Act after penal Act 
would not submit to this backstairs repeal 
of Catholic Emancipation. What hap- 
pened ? The Solicitor General— 
“warmly,” according to the newspaper 
report—said— 

“There ought to be a limit to this irrele- 

vance.” 
The discussion of jury-packing in a 
case concerned with jury-packing was 
actually declared by the Solicitor General 
to be “irrelevant.” The report con- 
tinued— 

“Mr. Justice Burne: I have been thinking 
so for some time.” 

“The Chief Justice: We have given you 
very great latitude.” : 

The Attorney General had practically 
put his fingers to his nose in regard to 
this matter. 

Now he came to the defence set up by 
the Attorney General. He had shown 
the House how jury-packing, which 
was the real issue, had been avoided, and 
that was a most extraordinary thing. 
Mr. M‘Hugh’s real offence, for which the 


Mr. T. P. O'Connor. 


tried to exclude every Catholic. In 
the second trial the Attorney General’s 
jury-packing was a little more successful, 
because he succeeded in driving every 
Catholic out of the box, and in trying 
Mr. M‘Hugh—who had accused the 
Attorney General of empannelling an 
exclusively Protestant jury—with a Pro- 
testant jury. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpbuam, Dover) dissented. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR said he did 
not know why the Chief Secretary 
shook his head. He had exposed the 


‘conspiracy by which so-called law in 


Ireland was administered. How was 
it that all the people who left Ireland 
went away as the enemies of England? 
Hon. Gentlemen opposite professed to 
be shocked and surprised at this, but he 
thought he had given them some reason 
for this hatred. It was an attempt to 
break down the combination of the 
people for the protection of their interests 
and the interests of their country, and 
to put back the Catholics of Ireland 
into the condition of pariahs and out- 
casts in their own land. That con- 
spiracy would not succeed. He warned 
the right hon. Gentleman that the Irish 
people were united once more, and 
would prove too strong for him. A 
new spirit had arisen in the Irish 
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world, both in Ireland and in England, 
and the Irish were coming forward 
for another struggle for their rights. 
This miserable jury-packing and other 
devices would not seriously retard the 
march of the united forces of Ireland. 


*Mr. O'DOWD (Sligo, 8.) seconded the | 
He said that his task would be | 


motion. 
a comparatively easy one, for after the 
very able, eloquent, and 
speech made by his hon. friend, a very 
few words would suffice from him. He 
felt that he would have been justified in 
seconding this motion upon other grounds 
than those which had been put forward 
by his hon. friend, but he would abandon 
those other grounds for the present, and 
would merely remark, in passing, that in 
glancing over the Estimates he found this 
year an increase in the expenses of the 
Crown Solicitors of £1,500 as compared 
with the Estimates of last year, and it 
must be remembered that these officials 
were the chief jury packers in Ireland. 
This increase had occurred at a time when 
Ireland’s population was diminishing, 
when Ireland was practically crimeless, 
and when Judges of Assize were being 
presented with white gloves from one end 
of the country to the other. Coming 
as he did from the county of Sligo, and 
representing a division of the county 
which had been made the happy hunting- 
ground of jury-packing for years and 
years, he felt that he should be wanting 
in his duty to his constituents if he did not 
stand up in their name in the House of 
Commons in support of a motion de- 
nouncing that vile and odious system of 
jury-packing which was a disgrace to 
England and to English rule in Ireland, 
and which had brought the administra- 
tion of criminal law in Ireland into 
contempt. He would not be doing his 
duty if he did not denounce the system, 
not only on behalf of his constituents 
who were Catholics, but also in the 
name of his friends belonging to other 
religions, for there were many people 
helonging to the Protestant religion in his 
county who resented this insult cast 
upon their county, which had_ been 
made the dumping ground of packed 
juries. Members of other religions were 
as one with their Catholic neighbours and 
fellow-countrymen in repudiating and 


denouncing this vile system. 
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It was needless for him to refer to the 
system itself after the very eloquent speech 
of his hon. friend. It wasa system which 
had brought many an innocent man to the 
gallows, and it had sent many an innocent 
man toa convict’s cell. He could instance 
various cases where innocent men had 
been convicted by packed juries, and 
where it was afterwards found that they 
were innocent. He would put one case to 
the Committee, and it was that of a man 
who was found guilty of an offence some 


| fifteen or sixteen years ago at the Sligo 


Winter Assizes. During the reign of 
terror which was caused by the passing 
of the Crimes Act of 1883 this man was 
found guilty by a packed jury, because, 
in political cases for the last twenty years, 
no Catholic had been allowed to go on a 
jury in Sligo. He would go further and 
state, from his own personal experience, 
that he knew that many Liberal Pro- 
testants had also been challenged and 
ordered to stand by. He believed that 
it was in Sligo that the first winter 
Assizes were held, and they lasted for 
about three weeks. Political prisoners 
were brought down there from Galway, 
Mayo, Sligo, and Clare to be tried, to 
the great hardship and expense of the 
bulk of the jurors, who had to remain 
there day after day, only to be told to 
stand aside when called. The three 
Crown solicitors at those Assizes like 
sleuth-hounds vied with each other 
to see which could be the best packer. 
There they were vieing and consulting 


with each other and using their 
minions and underlings and _ police 


inspectors and spies in order to “furridge”’ 
out every man’s character, to find out, in 
the first place, over and above all other 
things, whether the jurymen happened 
to be Catholic, and in the next place they 
tried to find out what the jurymen’s 
political leanings were. The result was 
that at the Winter Assizes held there in 
connection with the prisoners who were 
tried for political offences from all those 
counties he had mentioned, not one 
single Catholic was allowed on any of the 
juries. Such a state of things was absurd 
and shameful. Catholic magistrates, hold- 
ing His Majesty’s commission of the peace, 
could not be trusted, and were ordered 
to stand by while ignorant and illiterate 
Orangemen were put in their places. 
It was from the Orangemen, whose 
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Mecca was Belfast, that all those juries | 
were drawn, and, as they knew, Belfast | 
was a centre of bigotry and intolerance 
in Ireland. Such a system would be 
condemned by every right-minded and 
right-thinking man, whether he was an 
Englishman or an Irishman. Any man 
who knew the depths to which the Crown 
descended in order to find a_ verdict 
against a political prisoner would rise to 
the level of the occasion and condemn 
this odious and infamous system, which 
was a disgrace to the administration of the 
criminal law in Ireland. 

He could give a few instances if it 
were necessary to go into the 
matter. He would give the case of 
his hon. friend the Member for South 
Leitrim (Mr. Tully), who was tried on 
account of a political offence in Sligo 
before Chief Baron Palles. His hon. 
friend’s counsel asserted his right to 
challenge the whole of the panel, but the 
Crown objected to that course being 
taken. When the Crown solicitor saw 
that he could not, on that occasion, get.a 
jury to convict Mr. Tully, what did he do ! 
He insisted that there were twenty- 
seven letters in the alphabet, and that the 
prefix “Mac” to a good many names 
meant an additional letter, and on that 
account he got the whole trial adjourned 
for that term. Of course, his hon. friend 
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was brought up on a_ subsequent 
oceasion. This time no Catholic need 


apply, and not a Catholic happened 
to be on that jury. But, fortunately, the 
jury disagreed, for a wonder. It was a 
surprise at the time. One juror, who 
was suspected of being the dissentient, 
was a merchant in the town of Sligo, 
whose customers were nearly all Pro- 
testants and aristocrats. When suspicion 
fell upon him he was boycotted by the 
entire number of his customers, and he 
had to leave the country to die in a 
Canadian backwood. That was Pro- 
testant toleration. In another case a 
poor Mayo peasant was tried at the 
winter Assizes at Sligo, and as a matter 
of course he was found guilty. The jury 
found a verdict in four or five minutes, 
and he was sentenced to a term of fifteen 
or twenty years penal servitude. It 
was found afterwards that the man was 
absolutely innocent, the real culprit | 
having on his deathbed sworn an affidavit 
that he was guilty. The innocent man, 


Mr. O’ Dowd. 
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who had been thirteen years in prison, 
was at once released by the Conservative 
Government. 

It seemed incredible that the system 
of jury-packing which at the begin- 
‘ning of last century was denounced 
by Lord Denman as a mockery, a delu- 
sion, and a snare, existed to-day, and 
was as bad as ever. ‘The Crown solicitors 
were experts in the art of jury-packing. 
The Crown Solicitor of Galway had earned 
for himself the name of ‘Stand by” 
| owing to his expertness in this matter. 
‘It was for denouncing jury-packing in 
lthe case of Muffany and Maguire that 
Mr. M‘Hugh had been sentenced to six 
months imprisonment. The jury who 
tried these men were exclusively Orange- 
men. He would be sorry to associate the 
bulk of the Protestants of the population 
with the narrow ignorant section known 
as Freemasons and Orangemen. Mr. 
M‘Hugh, as the hon. Member for the 
Scotland Division had said, would be a 
coward if he did not denounce that foul 
and odious system and did not expose 
the methods by which a conviction was 
secured in the case of these good, honour- 
able, and high-minded Irishmen. Mr. 
M‘Hugh was not a coward. He wasa 
soldier and a patriot. one whose fear- 
less services would be recognised by the 
Irish race at home and abroad. The great 
majority of his hon. friends around him 
had been more than once in prison, and 
it was quite possible they might be there 
again. If the necessities of the case 
demanded it they would be there again 
They would not shrink from the ordeal 
if by doing so they could secure some 
measure of their national rights, for it 
must be remembered that they never 
got a concession from England yet except 
when Ireland was on the brink of revolu- 
tion. They won the Disestablishment of 
the Protestant Church in Ireland, as Mr. 
Gladstone said, owing to the intensity of 
Fenianism. They won the Land Act of 
1881 by the strength of the Irish Land 
League organisation, and they would win 
a native Parliament and the land for 
the people through the medium of the 
United Irish League. The majority of the 
Irish people would win the abolition of 
jury-packing, and that, he hoped, in the 
near future. Mr. M‘Hugh deserved well 
of the Irish Press at home andabroad. He 
might feel well satisfied at having exposed 
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an infamous system and crying evil, and | say that this is a great constitutional case 


brought home to fair-minded Englishmen 


on both sides of the House that he had | 


really struck the ‘deathblow of the system. 


He begged to second the motion of his | 


hon. friend. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by 
£500, in respect of the salary of the 
Attorney General.”—Mr. 7. P. O'Connor. 


Mr. ATKINSON: It is utterly im- | 


possible for me to follow the hon. Member 
for the Scotland Division into the many 
topies with which he has dealt. If I had 
one comment to make upon them I should 
say they were all irrelevant and a great 
many of his remarks were most unjust to 
honourable and deserving men. It will 
be of greater advantage for the purpose 
of public discussion, as well as more 
germane to the question really before the 
House if I confine myself to two topics— 
first, the specific instance of what the 
hon. Member called jury-packing in the 
trial of Mr. M‘Hugh ; and, secondly, the 
general system of jury-packing which is 
said to be practised under the present 
administration in Ireland. Having been 
responsible for the conduct of this case, 
and being conversant with the facts I 
should say that I was never more con- 
vinced of the unassailable justice of the 
position of the Government than after 
[ have heard the hon. Member's speech, 
for from beginning to end that speech 
was an effort to shut out the real question 
and the real facts and to misrepresent— 
of course not intentionally—every issue 
that came before the court—every issue 
on which this man was tried, the offence 
of which he was really guilty, and the 
mode in which the trial was conducted. I 
regret to say that it is absolutely necessary 
I should trouble the Committee with 
details of the facts. Mr. M‘Hugh was not 
tried for assailing the Executive for jury- 
packing. On the contrary, in opening 
the case for the Crown, I said that if Mr- 
M‘Hugh had confined himself to censure 
of the Executive, he would probably have 
never been tried at all. Mr. M'Hugh 


attacked and vilified for months in every 
form of speech, not the Executive, who 
had packed the jury, but the unfortunate 
members of the jury who had been 
brought to the court to discharge an 


To! 


unpleasant and troublesome duty. 





iand the 


| and that Mr. M‘Hugh was prosecuted by 
'the Executive because he assailed the 
| Executive is misrepresentation of the 
action of the latter. Nothing of the 
kind was done. I can prove that pro- 
position by the pleadings in the case, by 
the summing up of the learned judge, 
sentence passed upon Mr. 
M‘Hugh. In opening the case I myself 
cited the dictum of Mr. Justice Buller 
laid down in Rex v. Watson, 2 T. R. 
199, quoted with approval in the last 
edition of * Russell on Crimes ~ 


“Nothing can be of greater importance to the 
welfare of the public than to put a stop to the 
animadversions and censures which are so fre- 
quently made on courts of justice in this 
country. They can be of no service, and may 
be attended with the most mischievous conse- 
quences. Cases may happen in which the judge 
and the jury may be mistaken ; when they are, 
the law has afforded a remedy, and the party 
injured is entitled to pursue every method which 
the law allows to correct the mistake. But 
when a person has recourse either by a writing 
like the present, by publications in print, or by 
any other means, to calumniate the proceedings 
of a court of justice, the obvious tendency of it 
is to weaken the administration of justice, and 
in consequence to sap the very foundation of 
the Constitution itself.” 

On the question of fair comment I also 
referred to the dictum of Mr. Justice 
Grose reported in Rex v. White. 1 
Campbell 359,” quoted with approval in 
the same edition of Russell, as follows :— 

“Tt certainly was lawful, with decency and 
candour, to discuss the propriety of’ the verdict 
of a jury, or the decisions of a judge, and if the 
defendants should be thought to have done no 
more in this instance, they would be entitled to 
an acquittal; but, on the contrary, they had 
transgressed the law, and ought to be convicted, 
if the extracts from the newspaper, set out in 
the information, contained no reasoning or dis- 
cussion, but only declamation and invective, 
and were written, not with a view to elucidate 
the truth, but to injure the characters of indi- 
viduals, and to bring into hatred and contempt 
the administration of justice in the country ”— 


which should determine the question 
whether the comment which every news- 
paper proprietor and every member of 


the community are entitled to make 


were legitimate or not. I traverse 
altogether the representation of the facts 
upon which Mr. M‘Hugh purported to 
comment made by the hon. Member 
for the Scotland Division of Liverpool. 
It is altogether inaccurate. What 
were the real facts? A man of the 
name of Hughes had a relative of the 
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name of Fealey. 


He went to Hughes and asked him to 
come to the rescue. Hughes said he 
would take over the farm and pay the 
landlord £15, and if ever a time came 


when Fealey could repay the £15, he | 


(Hughes) would restore him the farm. 
Things went on well enough till Fealey 
complained to the United Irish League, 
which held meetings at which Hughes 
was denounced as a vile wretch, a viper, 
a scabbed creature not fit to live, and 
who would be better dead. In conse- 
quence of this mean and contemptible 
pressure and intimidation Hughes gave 
up the farm, and it was for this that the 
men Muffney and Maguire were prose- 
cuted and brought to justice. The hon. 
Member for Scotland Division said that 
I had contended that the tenants in Ire- 
land had no right to combine. On the 
contrary, I said last year in the House, 
and I said it again at the trial, that they 
had a right to combine ; but just as trade 
unions in England could not exercise 
terrorism or any kind of intimidation, 
so the farmers in Ireland were not to be 
allowed to exercise terrorism or intimida- 
tion either. I referred the hon. Member 
for Scotland Division to a decision of 
Lord Justice Lindley, in which he laid 
down these very lines in the case of 
Lyons, 1893, and when the hon. Member 
was confronted with that poser, with a 
sort of Falstaffian humour, he said he 
had never heard such nonsense or such 
bad law in all his life. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR said he never 
said anything of the kind. 


Mr. ATKINSON : The important thing 
is that Mr. Justice Lindley laid it down 
that no trade union in this country 
could exercise terrorism or intimidation 
to effect its purposes. And that is also 
the law in Ireland. It is a slander 
against the trade unions of this country 
to say that they resort to practices re- 


sembling those resorted to in the case | 


of this wretched man Hughes, who, for 
acting a benevolent and humane part 
towards his relative, was hunted like a 
wild beast from place to place, and 
ultimately compelled to give up his farm. 
When the case came on all these facts 
were proved. Hughes 


Mr. Atkinson. 


{COMMONS} 


This Fealey was a 
broken man, and owed five years rent. | 


himself was | 
examined, and the speeches delivered at | 
the meetings of the United Irish League | 
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were read. Hundreds of people were 
present at these meetings, but not a soul 
came forward to disprove the evidence 
given for the Crown. Not one. It was 
alleged that the twelve jurors who tried 
the case were all Protestants. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR: I beg the 


right hon. Gentleman’s pardon. Has 


he any objection to read the evidence of 
Hughes ? 

Mr. ATKINSON: It would be im: 
possible to read the whole of it, but I wil 
read the summing-up of the Lord Chief 
Justice upon Mr. M‘Hugh, where all the 
facts were stated. 

Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR: That is not 
what I ask—it is what Hughes himself 
said. 

Mr. ATKINSON: I repeat that it 
is impossible for me to read the 
whole of his evidence; I must be 
allowed to regulate the mode in 
which I present the case to the 
Committee ; and I am sure hon. Members 
as a rule will be satisfied with the sum- 
ming-up of the Lord Chief Justice. | 
shall, however, be happy to supply the 
hon. Member with the only Report that 
I have myself. On that occasion twenty- 
two jurors were asked to stand aside. 
It was alleged that they were Catholies. 
It subsequently appeared that seventeen 
of them were members of the United 
Irish League. 

Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR: No. 

Mr. ATKINSON: Oh, yes; 
sworn to by Mr. Jarrant. 

Mr. T. P. OCONNOR: But he found 
and said afterwards that he was wrong. 

Mr. ATKINSON: I will tell the 
House about that. The gentleman sub- 
sequently went back upon what he said ; 
but it may be necessary to call attention 
to the circumstances under which he did 
so. At present, returning to the case, the 
House should know that Hughes was, 
at six different meetings, held up to 
hatred as a public enemy too bad 
to live. It was said—‘' It were better 
for him that he were dead.” ‘The 
jury found them guilty, and on the 
very next day, 6th December, Mr. 
M‘Hugh published in his paper the 
statement that the conviction was secured 
by perjured evidence from a packed jury. 
Well, at all events, they were convicted 


it was 
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upon uncontradicted evidence. 
this is onlya part of a system and policy 
of vilification and abuse which the Irish 
Nationalist Members, being now united, 
have adopted in order to make govern- 
ment in Ireland impossible. It is 
by terrorism and an abuse of all legal 
comment that jurors individually are 


to be prevented from doing their duty. | jarrow-minded, 


In his paper of the 6th December Mr. 
M‘Hugh noticed that the case was to be 
proceeded with, and he boasted that the 
county of Sligo was honeycombed with 
the United Irish League. [An Hon. 
Memeer: All Ireland.| [Cheers.] Hon. 
Members cheer that. Am | to go 
through the public farce of trying United 
Irish Leaguers for intimidation com- 
mitted by United Irish Leaguers to carry 
out the purposes of the League on persons 
who have made themselves obnoxious to 
the League by United Irish Leaguers ? 
| call the attention of the Committee to 
the language of Mr. M‘Hugh in this 
article, and if any English Member takes 
part in this debate I ask him will he 
pin himself to the statement that this 
article, which [am about to read, is a fair 
and just comment within the rules laid 
down tor the administration of justice in 
this and every othercountry ! It was on 
the question of comment that 
M‘Hugh was really tried, because though 
in form he could not plead justification, 


{3 May 1901} 
But | 
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so-called law as embodied even in such a minion 
as a removable magistrate not sufficiently re- 
spected sometimes? But such is English rule 
in Ireland, aided by the hacks of Dublin 
Castle” 


Mr. DILLON: That is the sore point. 
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_ That is why he is in Dublin gaol. 


Mr. | 


he was entitled, on a plea of not guilty, to | 


show that it was fair comment, and if it 
was found to have been fair comment he 
would have been acquitted. I would ask 
the Committee to distinguish between 
accusations made against theGovernment 
tor alleged jury-packing and the accusa- 
tions made against individual jurors, 
who are in no way responsible for juries 
being packed, and who are victims, 
rather than anything else, brought 
against their will to discharge an un- 
pleasant duty. Is the following fair 
comment or not on a proceeding in a 
court of justice? It was published in 
Mr. M‘Hugh’s paper on 16th December, 
with reference to this trial— 


“Yet we have the Crown and twelve Pro- 
testant jurors—whose verdict looks as_ if 
given by order, when it was so clearly antici- 
pated—declaring as criminal the action of 
Messrs. Muffany and Maguire in condemning 
what Hughes himself practically admitted 
deserved condemnation. Could there be a 


greater mockery of justice, or a greater farce | 


played by a Government which thinks its 


| Maguire. 


| 


| 
' 


| 


| 


‘sionally applied to each other. 


' them 


Mr. ATKINSON (continuing) : 

“and bya certain section of bigoted, intolerant, 
ignorant Tories, who are 
ever ready to become willing tools to perpetrate 
a dirty job at the beck of Dublin Castle. Un- 
fortunately our town and county furnish 
a small section of such Protestants. It is sin- 
gular that whenever the Castle has a ‘ job’ 
to do it relies with confidence on these bigots, 
and, as events here so often proved, they are 
never disappointed.” 

“Now we will put it to every member of 
the Protestant jury who returned a verdict 
of ‘guilty’ against Messrs. Muffany and 
Maguire. Let ustake, for instance, Mr. Robert 
Martin, Mr. James J. Nelson, Mr. James 
Anderson, Mr. Robert Hunter, or Mr. Peter 
Grahany of Dromard, and ask each of them, 
if (suppose through force of circumstances) 
he were evicted to-morrow from the home 
made dear to him through his own or his fore- 
fathers’ exercions, would he regard it as a 
crime on the part of any honest man who 
justly condemned the vile creature who un- 
scrupulously took possession of his place, 
though there was still a prospect of his being 
reinstated ? Would he be a party to give 
six months’ imprisonment to such a man 
for fearlessly condemning the grabber of his 
farm and his homestead ? Should he answer 
in the affirmative, we say he is a liar, ‘ and the 
truth is not in him.’ Then why convict Messrs 
Muffany and Maguire when on his oath? 
But we wonder if any consideration of this 
kind ever touched the hearts of the Protestant 
jurors before finally returning their verdict 
of ‘guilty’ against Messrs. Muffany and 
We hardly think so, Kindly con- 
siderations have no room where prejudice, 
bigotry, and ignorance rule supreme.” 
[Cheers.] I understand those cheers. 
Hon. Members practically approve of 
that comment. It is what they always 
indulge in when they quarrel with the 
particular Ministry in office, and in 
equal fairness to them I may add, when 
they quarrel among themselves. I have 
collected a number of epithets showered 
by the different Irish sections on each 
other, and I challenge hon. Members 
opposite to get epithets to apply to the 
present Administration, or to any other, 
half as offensive as they have occa- 
If they 
are not satisfied with that, I can give 
another collection of epithets 
which were applied to the Administration 


|of which my right hon. friend opposite 


was a member. We are accused of 
having ‘packed juries, but we are as 
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nothing compared with the Administra- 
tion with which my right hon. friend 
was connected, a member of which 
having been denounced in Dublin as 
‘‘ Morley: Twiss’s murderer.” The libel 
[ have read was published on 16th 
December. The next libel was not pub- 
lished until 10th February. That was a 
speech delivered by Mr. John O'Donnell, 
who said— 

“Tt is a terrible thing to say that Mr. Muf- 
fany and Mr. Maguire, who were not guilty of 
any crime except contributing to the peace 
of the district by attempting to blot out land- 
grabbing, with all its bad consequences, 
should besent to jail for six months (cries of 
*Shame’). Why, those gentlemen did more 
for the peace of the district than all the paid 
police in it (hear, hear). For trying to do so 
they are now in Castlebar Jail—sent there 
by a packed jury in Sligo (groans). No matter 
what religion men may profess, or what politics 
they hold, the men who are capable of doing 
that sort of dirty work, are not worthy of the 
respect, patronage, or triendship of their neigh- 
bours (hear, hear). No matter where such 
hail from—either from town or country— 
they should be taught a lesson in each dis- 
trict. If they ask or need your patronage, 
friendship or support at any time, you should 
know how to treat them—how to treat those 
who went into a jury-box, where men of a 
particular creed or political profession were 


charged with what was only an offence accord- | 


ing to the ideas of English law, and bring in 
a verdict of guilty, and thus consign them 
to a prison cell (cheers). We cannot speak 
too strongly on this matter (hear, hear). No 
matter where one of these fellows may be, no 
matter what his lot is—it is the duty of every 
Branch of the United Irish League within 
whose confines such a person is to be found, 
to use the words [ used a couple of months 
ago, in reference to others— At him again, 
boys !’ 


Dublin Castle are the worst enemies you 
have (applause). It is your duty to band 
yourselves together to remove this dark blot 
on the name of Sligo. There is no use for me 
to go into details, and it would be an insult 
for me to point out to the intelligent men of 
Sligo the duty they owe to themselves and to 
their country ”’—— 

That was what is called moral suasion. 
Moral suasion may be defineu as calling 
a man “a viper,” “a wretch,” “ a seabby 
sheep,” ‘‘ evervbody’s enemy,” and that 
‘he was better dead than living in 
possession of the farm.’’ The speech 
continues— . 
‘** Everyone knows where the shoe pine hes 
No law compels a man to patronise, assist, 
or lavish his friendship on any man who goes 
into a jury-box and finds a verdict—an unjusti- 
fiable verdict—which sends a Nationalist 
to jail for trying to keep peace and goodwill 
in a district (cheers), This meeting should 


Mr. Atkinson. 
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Those perjured partisan Orangemen | 
in the county of Sligo who do the bidding of | 
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| be the commencement of hundreds of meetings 
| till Sligo rings with a deep indignation at the 
conduct of those men—I will not call them 
|men, but ruffians who did the dirty work of 
| Dublin Castle in the Sligo County Court- 
| house.” 

| 

That language was used 10 a country 
where within short history jurors haye 
'been maimed for doing their duty, 
‘threatened for doing their duty, and 
| ruined financially for doing their duty, 
| We are constantly told that jury-packing 
is not practised in England. ‘There is 
precisely the same law in both countries 
for the last 600 years. The instrument 
is in England ready for use, and should 
it unhappily be that jurors in England 
were intimidated for doing their duty, 
or maimed, or ruined for doing their 
| duty, that instrument would have to be 
used. You might as well say that a 
_ particular remedy fora particular disease 
is no remedy at all because people not 
‘afflicted with the disease do not take it. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): May I ask 
whether the speech which the _ hon. 
Gentleman has read and has been reading 
for some time past was not at a public 
meeting in County Donegal, and was not 
reported in the daily papers ? 

Mr. ATKINSON: I read from 
the pleadings. It was a speech that 
'was published, and the proprietor of 
the paper is responsible for its publica- 
‘tion. It was said by Mr. M‘Hugh at 
the time of the trial that he was away 
when it appeared, but nevertheless he 
was responsible for it. 

Mr. DILLON: A man had made the 


speech. 


| Mr. ATKINSON : This was published 
|in his paper and he was responsible. 
| The question I dealt with at Mr. M‘Hugh’s 
trial for seditious libel was this, that 
the main object of the publications was 
| “1 . 
/to denounce and vilify the jurors, and 
|so defeat the administration of justice. 
| This was the second count. Now I come 
‘to the last. On the 7th of April he 
returned to the charge, and he said— 
‘The Sligo packed jury. We give below 
|a list of the Sligo packed jury in the case oi 
Messrs. Muffany at the Connaught Winter 
| Assizes. The men who did the bidding of 
| the Crown were :--Robert Martin, Gortna- 
grass, farmer (Foreman). Hubert M‘Master, 
of Cuilnagleragh, farmer. Archibald M‘Mas- 
ter, of Ballinary, farmer. Thomas Cregg, 
| of Lisanena, farmer. James Anderson, of Wine 
Street, Sligo, seedsman. Robert M‘Kim, 
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Tireragh, farmer. John C. Wilson, of Ard- 
naree (Ballina), shopkeeper. George Ache- 
son, of Drumsoghla, farmer. Peter Graham, 
of Altenelvick, farmer. Richard K. Taylor, 
of Cleavery, farmer. James J. Nelson, of 
Castle Street, Sligo, manager of the estab- 
lishment of Francis Nelson, ironmonger, 
jeweller, photographer, &c. Robert Hunter, 
of Carrowkeel, farmer. Some of these are 
already trying to get into the good graces of 
their Nationalist fellow-countrymen, even 
while the two respectable Mayo men, whose 
only crime was the furtherance of the prin- 
ciples of the United Irish League, the victims 
of the cruel wrong perpetrated in the name 
of Justice, are yet lying in their cold and 
dreary cells in Castlebar Jail. Have County 
Sligo Nationalists succumbed to the present 
wave of flunkeyism which the visit of an old 
lady has caused to sweep over the land? We 
think not.” 

The Irish Executive has disappeared 
entirely from the subject of com-| 
ment in the last article published. 
It appeared in the first. Three months 
afterwards not a word was_ said 
about it; but the residence and occu- 
pation and the mode of living of the 
different men who tried these cases are 
all referred to. That was the charge 
upon which he was tried, and I say 
it is a travesty to call it an attack on 


{3 May 190i} 





the Administration. There is next to 
nothing in respect to jury-packing in| 
the speech reported, and nothing at all) 
in respect of it in the last article. I 
repeat that the only object of these 
publications was to hold the twelve 
jurors who served up to odium and 
execration and to terrify them and 
others like them, and if possible prevent 
them from giving a verdict on a future 
occasion against men guilty of intimida- 
tion. A great step will be made, no 
doubt, towards immunity for crime when 
jurors have to bear such penalties. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): We are not killed by kindness yet. 


| 
| 





Mr. ATKINSON : The Chief Justice, 
in giving his judgment, referred to 
these different matters, and summed 
up the case of Hughes in the way I have 
mentioned. He said, “He obviously 
presented a spectacle of abject fear,’jand 
then he asked this question— 

“Why were the names given? Plainly that 
the jurors might be boycotted, and continue to 
be the objects of opprobrium and hatred. I said 
before, and I say now, that the journalist who 
holds up jurors by name to public odium and 
hatred incurs a grave responsibility indeed. We 
all remember what took place when a juror_was 





654 


struck down in the streets of Dublin. What 
was the defence attempted to these grievous 
imputations? The defence sought to be set up 
was that Catholic jurors were directed to stand 
by The imputation made was that Protestant 
jurors were corrupt, and had violated their oaths 
What possible relevancy to this imputation had 
the allegation that Catholic jurors were directed 
to stand by? None whatsoever. In fact that 
jurors who were directed to stand by were 
Catholics could be no possible justification of the 
allegation that Protestant jurors had violated 
their oaths and jacted corruptly. The defence 
was absolutely irrelevant. [ listened to my 
friends Mr. Macinernev and Mr. Kehoe for 
more than an hour, and their defence was 
absolutely irrelevant of the twenty-two 
jurors who were directed to stand by, Mr. 
Tarrant, the solicitor, at the first trial stated 
that he believed seventeen were members of the 
United League. At the second trial he asserted 
that he believed he was in error in this state- 
ment, and that, so far as he knew, only four or 
five were members of the League. All this was 
absolutely irrelevant to the charge made. What 
had this to say to the allegation that the 
Protestant jury had acted corruptly, and had 
committed perjury? Absolutely nothing.” 
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That is the summing up of the Chief 
Justice. Now, I defy hon. Gentlemen 
to show, logically, to any human being, 
a justification for calling twelve men 
swine simply because the Executive has 
done wrong in putting them into the 
box. I now pass from Mr. M‘Hugh. 
The Chiet Justice who tried the case 
said he could not come to the conclusion 
that these were fair and reasonable 
comments. I challenge any hon. 
Member of this Committee to get up 
and, before the English people, justify 
them. I do not know who may 
be inclined to take part in this 
debate, but it was for those comments 
that Mr. M*Hugh was convicted, and 
I defy any hon. Member to get up and 
say that those comments were fair, 
within the lines of any authority he 
can produce. The hon. Member for 
the Scotland Division of Liverpool said 
that jury-packing had always been in 
Ireland. Denunciations had always been 
made against jury-packing. There has 
not been an Administration for a number 
of years, whether it was supported by 
the Home Rule party or not, that has 
not been denounced of jury-packing. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Montrose was denounced. He was 
held up as a murderer by the journal of 
which the leader of the Irish party wa 
at the time a director, 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: By the 
Orangemen, of Belfast, 
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ATKINSON: In the 
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Weekly | 
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Mr. ATKINSON : However that may 


Independent of 16th February, 1895, be, we should be doubly base if, having 


there is this— 


“* MURDER !—A foul and deliberate murder 
In the early 


has been committed in Ireland. 
morning of Saturday last, outside the wall of 
Cork City, a friendless 


peasant was murdered in cold blood, wantonly 


unlettered Kerry | 


placed them there, we deserted them, 
| [t is because we have not deserted them 
but have thrown over them this protee- 
tion of the law, and brought the calum- 
|niator before the courts of justice, that 


and with malice. A man named John Morley | this outcry is made. 


is charged with the crime. He is an English- 


man, a politician by profession; and it is 
supposed he slew the dead man John Twiss 
for State purposes and to satisfy the cravings 
Let 


of his countrymen the English people. 
John Morley look to it. There is a limit 
to human endurance, even under a Liberal 
Administration in Lreland.” 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Hear, 


hear. A quotation from the First Lord 
of the Treasury. 


Mr. ATKINSON: That was the 
judgment on a past Administration. | 
I think hon. Members from Ireland 


hardly take this thing seriously. I 
can refer to comments of the creator 
of the present Irish party, the hon. 
Member for Cork, who has, in times 
past, held up Lord Spencer as a 
man who not only packed juries in 
order to obtain the conviction of men 
whom he knew to be innocent, but 
actually presided over the deliberations 
at which these innocent men were sen- 
tenced to the scaffold. The present 
Administration is attacked and de- 
nounced exactly as its predecessors have 
been. 

Mr. W. 8. CAINE (Cornwall, Cam- 
borne): They took no notice of it. 

Mr. ATKINSON: Neither do we; 


but when twelve men, who are brought 


by the law against their will and 
put into the jury box, are de- 
nounced it is a different matter. My 


right hon. friend the Chief Secretary 
can no doubt treat such charges and 
statements with contempt, but how 
can the trader in the country town or 
the farmer on the lonely hillside regard 
them with contempt or indifference ? 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.) : 
You ought not to have placed them in 
such a position. 

Mr. ATKINSON: My hon. friend 
says we ought not to have placed them 
in such a position. 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: I have been a 
victim myself. 


| A NATIONALIST MemMBER : He will come 
out an honoured man. 


| 

| Mr. ATKINSON: The defence of the 
present Administration to the accusation 
'of jury packing is that which has been 
| made on every similar occasion by Mem- 
bers of the Front Bench opposite, namely, 
that men are not set aside because they 
are Roman Catholics. Lord Spencer 
| said the same. The officials who at 
| present carry out this duty act under 
a circular framed and issued in 1894 
by the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Montrose, by it the Crown 
solicitors are expressly forbidden to set 
|aside any man because of his religion. 
If jurors belonged to a particular society, 
and are prejudiced, or in some other 
| way unfit to serve, and are in conse- 
| quence set aside, it may so happen that 
| some or most of them would be Roman 
| Catholics. In Sligo, for instance, at the 
present moment, if a man were to be 
tried for committing a crime, such as 
intimidation, unless the 
League were allowed to try other mem- 
|bers of the League for acts committed 
\in furtherance of the objects of the 
| League, men would have to be set aside, 
and in all human probability a con- 
siderable number of them would be 
Roman, Catholics. It is only just and 
right that there should be some means 
of setting aside men, even though it 
could not be absolutely proved that they 
were prejudiced or interested. Let me 
give another quotation. It is from the 
judgment of Lord Campbell in Reg. v. 
Maunsell 8 E. & B. 71 :— 

“But there was no intention ot taking 
away all power of peremptory challenge from 
the Crown while that power to the number of 
35 was left to the prisoner. Indeed unless 
this power were given under certain restrictions 
to both sides it is quite obvious it could not be 
satisfactorily administered, for it must often 
happen that a juror is returned on the panel who 
does not stand indifferent, and who is not fit to 
serve upon the trial although no legal evidence 
could be adduced to prove his unfitness.” 


members of 
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obliged to set aside men for partiality, 
prejudice, fear, or anything else which 
makes them unfit to serve. Let me call 


the attention of the Committee to a/| 


paragraph in the Report of a House 


of Lords Committee upon this question. | 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Who were 
the Members ? 
Mr. ATKINSON: I 
them here. 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Then what 
is the good of the quotation ? 


have not got 


Mr. ATKINSON : The Report is dated | 


May, 1881, and can be referred to. 
The Report gives three causes of the 
failure of the jury system in Ireland, 
of which the first is want of intelligence ; 
the second, intimidation and fear; and 
the third, sympathy with the accused. 
teferring to the second cause, the 


teport states in the twenty-second 
paragraph— 


“ Passing tothe secondexplanation . . . the 
evidence leaves noroom for doubt that in many 
cases the fears of the jurors have been operated 
upon, sometimes by direct intimidation, some- 
times by the apprehension of consequences 
morally or materially injurious to themselves. 
Members of the jury panel are, we learn, not 
untrequently subjected to pressure in anticipa- 
tion of acoming trial. It is obvious that in dis- 
tricts where the whole agricultural community 
is penetrated by a widespread organisation 
which habitually enforces its rules by the mal- 
treatment or persecution of those who disregard 
them, it must be difficult or impossible for 
jurors, themselves members of that community, 
to withstand the influences to which they are 
exposed.” 

[During this portion of his speech the 
right hon. and learned Member was 
constantly interrupted by various Nation- 
alist Members. | 


*THE CHAIRMAN: [ must ask hon. 
Members not to interrupt. The hon. 
Member for the Scotland Division was 
listened to very quietly, and the least 
hon. Members can do is to listen to the 
reply of the other side. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Mr. Chair- 
man —— 

*THe CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 
will have an opportunity later. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I do not 


want an opportunity. The right hon. 


Gentleman is quoting from the Report | 


of a Committee. The names of the Com-|from the jury box all men who from 


{3 May 1901} 


658 
{ Mr, ATKINSON: The hon. Member 
}has no right to make that statement. 
| The names are not here. I have quoted 
an extract, but I have given the date of 
the document, so that it can be referred 
to. Before I leave paragraph twenty- 
two, | might say that, according to Mr. 
M’Hugh’s own statement, Sligo was 
honeycombed with an organisation such 
| as is there described. Paragraphs twenty- 
‘three and twenty-four of the same 
Report run as follows— 

“The sympathies of the jurors are, moreover 
: - . aslikely to be appealed to as their 
| fears; those sympathies, considering the fact 
that they belong almost entirely to the farming 
| class, must. in all trials connected 
in any way with the occupation of land, be 
actively engaged upon the side of the party 
whose interests are identical with their own. 

“In such cases, the laws which the jurorsare 
called upon to enforce are out of harmony with 
their own convictions, and are, therefore, 
deliberately disregarded in favour of an un- 
| written code more congenial to their prejudices, 
and possibly by them considered to be more 
obligatory upon their own consciences.” 
I submit that as far as Mr. M’Hugh’s 
trial is concerned, there is no justification 
whatever for saying the administration 
of the law was not properly carried out. 
As far as jury-packing is complained of, 
we have followed the same lines as have 
been followed by our predecessors upon 
all occasions. I challenge hon. Members 
to point to a single responsible person 
acquainted with the working of the 
system who will say that it is possible 
to dispense with the right of challenging 
jurors in the administration of the law 
in Ireland. I would refer in this con- 
nection to the late Lord Justice Barry, 
whom, I think, all classes of the com- 
munity trusted, and he in his evidence 
before the same Committee stated that it 
was perfectly impossible that this right 
should be dispensed with. I do not 
think there is any person responsible for 
the administration of the law who 
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/would not rejoice if it was possible to 


obtain an impartial jury in Ireland 
without the right of challenge. But one 
is forced to use that right by this necessity 
—that either the administration of the 


_law must completely break down and 


there must be immunity from punish- 
ment for the worst of criminals, or the 
authorities must endeavour to weed out 


mittee are there, but he will not give | fear or interest will not return a fair 


them. 


VOL. XCIII. [Fourtu SeErtEs.] 


verdict as between the Crown and 


2A 
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the prisoner. It has been said that this 
is an insult to Roman Catholics. I 


deny that because jurors are peremp- 
torily challenged in Ireland there is any 
implication of perjury against them. 
So necessary is the right of challenge in 
Ireland to procure the fair administration 
of the law that under the Act of 1876, 
brought in by Lord O’Hagan, suitors 
in civil actions and persons accused of 


misdemeanour are given a right of 
challenge which does not exist in} 


England. 


stance in which the judgment of a 
Lord Chancellor of England was set 
aside because he had some pecuniary 
interest in the subject-matter of the 
cause. Was that an imputation of per- 
jury? Railway directors, persons inte- 
rested in the liquor trade, and others 
are disqualified on the ground of interest 
from sitting as magistrates at licensing 
sessions. But this involves no im- 
putation of perjury. 
Acts, a man engaged in any particular 
manufacturing industry cannot sit as 
a magistrate in a prosecution under 
these Acts in a case connected with 
a similar industry,. The object of this 
proviso in the Truck Acts is to secure 
a pure administration of the law. In 
such a case is the magistrate branded as 
a perjurer? At the first trial Mr. 
M‘Hughs’s solicitor swore that of the 
twenty-two persons who were challenged 
seventeen were members of the League, 
and the other five he said he was not 
sure about. That fact was commented 
upon both by the judge and by counsel. 
The hon. Member for the Seotland 


Division of Liverpool told us how many | 
were set aside at the first trial, but he did | 


not state how many were set aside upon 
the last occasion. At the last trial four 
were set aside by the Crown, while six 
were challenged by the prisoner. The 
panel is not the making of the Crown, 
and the Crown has no power whatever 
over its formation; it is framed almost 
automatically by the sheriff. I contend 
that prejudice, sympathy, fear, and 
other disturbing motives are a legitimate 
reason for excluding men from the jury 
box. Mr. William O’Brien has said, in 


his evidence given before the Parnell 

Commissioners, in cross-examination, that 

jurymen ought not to be guided by the 

law of the land, but entirely by their 
Mr. Atkinson. 


{COMMONS} 


The hon. Member for East | 
Donegal the other day cited an in- | 
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own consciences. Hon. Members opposite 
are seeking to erect in Ireland a power 
above the law of the land whose laws 
were different from the law of the 
land, and to teach men that, although 
they might be sworn to find a ver- 
dict according to the evidence and the 
law of the land, they were to dis. 
regard it and find one according to the 
'law of the league or society to which 
'they belonged. ‘That may be right or 
wrong, but I submit with confidence 
that a person in my position, charged 
with the administration of the law, 
'knowing no law except the law of the 
land, whose duty it is to protect the 
rights and privileges which that law 
gives, would fail in his duty if he did not 
take advantage of all legitimate means 
‘to remove from the jury box men who 
/are tutored to promote or approve of a 
| certain form of crime, and who are un- 
willing to act on the evidence given 
| before them. 





Under the Truck | 


Sirk ROBERT REID  (Dunmifries 
| Burghs) : I think it is a very important 
question that has been ‘raised in this 
debate. The right hon. Gentleman who 
has just sat down stated that he would 
address himself to main objects. One 
was the specific case of Mr. M‘Hugh, 
who has been imprisoned. With regard 
to that, I am not familiar with the facts 
in the least. I do not know the history 
of that case, nor do I desire to express 
any opinion upon it. It would bea very 
wrong thing for me to express any 
opinion upon it unless I had studied the 
facts. As to what the Attorney General 
says of violence of language, I am very 
much in the humour, if I can, to agree 
with him. He seems to possess an 
_anthology of abusive language used in 
regard to other persons than himself on 
which he set some store. If he will add 
to that some of the violent and abusive 
‘language that has been used by some of 
the so-called most reputable newspapers 
in London during the last twelve months 
against those who differ from them in 
opinion, I am sure he will find theaddition 
interesting. The observations of the 
right hon. Gentleman to which I wish 
to refer are those in which he dealt with 
the general system of jury packing in 
Ireland. The right hon. Gentleman did 
not in terms deny the existence of this 
juryp-acking. It is a question of what 
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words mean. He may understand it in any number, and the consequence is 
one way, and I may understand it in that by a process of exhaustion they may 
another way. What I mean is, that men select their own jury. Pray observe 
are on a large scale set aside and not that this isthelaw. I went to one of the 
empanelled on juries in Ireland, so that first authorities in England and asked 
you have the entire jury of one political whether, in a case of misdemeanour, 
or religious complexion. The facts have there was the right to order a man to 
been stated by my hon. friend the stand by. ‘Upon my honour,” he 
Member for the Scotland Division, and _ said, “‘ I do not know.” 

they have not been controverted. It is Mr. ATKINSON: I am sorry to 
an old complaint. There ” Cork, with interrupt the hon. Gentleman. I have 
nearly 400,000 Roman Catholics and ited the case of the Queen against 
35,000 Protestants, and yet the jury to Maunsell in 1857, when a number of 
which reference has been made in the jurors were asked to stand by. 


course of the present discussion was Sir ROBERT REID : If the Attorney 


wholly Protestant. There has been a 
trial at Sligo. I am not quite sure that I General for Ireland had honoured 
me by attending to what I said, 


accurately followed the figures, but I i Gaus kine week: ae hae 


understand that in Sligo there are ‘ “gy T 
90,000 Catholics, and 7,000 Protestants. speaking of misdemeanants. he case 
of Maunsell in 1857 is perfectly well 


In that case also there was a jury in “ails 
which the whole of them were Protes- Known, but it was : a of — 
tants, or it may be a case in which there Did he ever ate ralcnnaesiin Aga soggy ed 
was one Roman Catholic on the jury. a case of mis pose sear ut et us 
[An Hon. Memper : All were Protestants. ] get out of that small point. The point 
All were Protestants. It seems also in '§ this, that it “ undoubtedly the law in 
the case of Mr. M‘Hugh at Dublin the , —— that in Apes of felony the 
jury consisted entirely of Protestants. rown can order jurors to stand by to 
pet eRRanisiyge : any number. It can also be done in the 
Mr. ATKINSON: I did not know ¢age of misdemeanour, and the only 
that. reason I refer to it is because an eminent 
Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR: I beg the authority was unaware of the law 
right hon. Gentleman’s pardon. I put existing ; and in the case of felony also 
the question to the right hon. and in England I will undertake to say that 
learned Gentleman during my speech, there is no gentleman in this House 
and I repeat it: Will he, or will he not, who has ever seen a juror ordered to 
deny that every single member of that ‘stand by. Well, the right is exercised in 
jury who tried Mr. M‘Hugh was Pro- a reasonable and proper way. If the 
testant ? officer of the court is told that a par- 
Mr. ATKINSON : I neither admit it ticular person is challenged either by the 
nor deny it. I cannot say “Yes” or Crown or the prisoner, it will be to a 
“No,” because I do not know. reasonable extent acted upon, and no 


; cae , more than a reasonable extent. The 
Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR: I definitely point is this, we are not dealing with 


~— pred be conageonsn mwa t pre what the law is. I have stated that the 
re correct,’ that every member of that law of England admits of this gross abuse. 
jury was Protestant. There is no doubt about it at all, but the 

Sir ROBERT REID: Whether they point is that the law is not abused in 
were Home Rulers or not, or whatever England. The Attorney General for 
their religion or their creed might be, I Ireland said this was one of the weapons 
wish to point out the real significance of in the armoury of the English law, and 
this procedure. It is said the same law that at some time it might come to be 
exists in England. Granted that the used. I grant that he did not anticipate 
law in England is the same in a case of ‘an early approach of the time when a 
misdemeanour, and that there is the, power of this kind, which entitles the 
power and the right on the part of the|Crown to order jurors to stand by, 
Crown to order jurors to stand by. The] might be on a large scale employed. 
meaning of it is that when a man comes Now, what would it mean? It means 


‘to the box to be sworn as a juror the that the Crown, byusing this prerogative, 


Crown may object. They may object to or this right, is to be able to fill the jury- 
2A2 
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box with exactly the number of jurors | Gentleman put it to be this—if you are 
that it thinks fit to choose, and to pack | governing a country in which the people 
the jury in the way it thinks proper |are so disaffected towards the law, and 
under this law. All I can say with|the administration of the law, you are 
reference to that is that the English | bound to pack the jury. It may be that 
Attorney General would have a very | you are not entitled to allow people to be 
bad time who came to this House and | murdered right and left, and that you 
had to acknowledge that any practice of | will have to take imperfect justice, but 
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that kind had been introduced into this 


country. Let us see whether it is put in 
“aegis The Attorney General for Ire- 
and asked, Are you prepared to recom- 


mend that this right should be struck 


out of the Irish law or of the English | 


law? No, Sir. It is the only method in 
cases of misdemeanour by which the 
Crown can object to any person at all. 
I should not desire that it should be 
struck out, but I certainly do desire that 
it should be properly used. The essence 
of the thing is its abuse. The objection 
to one, or two, or three is not wrong, 


when the objection is made in good faith, | 


and it is made for the purpose of carrying 
out the law with which people are 
in sympathy and ought to be in 
sympathy. The objection is to the abuse 
of the system. I do not know, therefore, 
that it is necessary to answer the Attor- 
ney General any further on that point. 
I repeat, is it just ? It is said that this is 
necessary in a country which is torn by 
dissensions and animosities. What is the | 
effect of it? The effect of it is that one 
party to the animosity are struck out, 
because they are likely to be prepossessed 
in favour of the prisoner, but are not the 
residue likely to be prepossessed against 
the prisoner? That is the difficulty | 
which we have in dealing with these | 
cases. The Attorney General for Ireland | 
further observed that it had been done 
under all Administrations. I do not know 
that I have been in any way responsible | 
for Irish Administrations, but this much | 
I will say, that if it was done under the | 
late Administration, which was under Mr. | 
Gladstone in the first instance and Lord 
Rosebery in the second, it was done con- | 
temporaneously with a desire to reform | 
the whole administration which made | 
these things possible. 

I do not know whether the Com-| 
mittee is prepared to accept the final | 
plea of the Attorney General for | 
Ireland that he was bound to do this | 
for the purpose of protecting “eh 
nesses and preventing crime. 


I under- 
stand the position as the right hon. 


Sir Robert Reid. 


out poisoning the wells of iustice. 


'do not recommend that. 


| do not mistake it for perfect justice. You 


| may say this is improper ; but I would be 
| beseech you not to sully justice by jury- 
packing. In the course of the Dreyfus 
case—I am not comparing this with the 
Dreyfus case—one of the judges drew 
a distinction between two different kinds 
of justice. He said military justice is a 
different thing from civil justice. ‘‘ No,” 
said M. Labori “ there is only one kind of 
justice—true justice.” You cannot say 
that of jury-packing. If it be true 
'that under the present system life and 
property cannot be protected in Ireland 
without jury-packing, then you cannot 
protect life and property in ireland with- 
That 
should be put an end to. There is one 
method by which to abolish: the hypocrisy 
of trial by jury, and that is adopt the 
system of trial by judge alone. But I 
There is 
another method—I do not know why 
the Solicitor General should laugh, but I 
am prepared to tell it to him—and that is 


|to bring the administration of the law in 


Ireland by a constitutional ,change into 
harmony with the wishes of the people. 


THE ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
ROBERT FINLAY, Inverness Burghs): 
There is no man for whom I have a 
greater respect than the hon. and learned 
Member for the Dumfries Burghs, but 
I must say, and I do it with great regret, 
that I think his misguided sympathies 
have, on this occasion, led him to join in 
what is an attack on the administration ot 
the law in Ireland as carried out, not only 
under this Government, but under those 
who were his own colleagues. Every 
administration in Ireland have had the 
like charges brought against them. 
They were made in quite as strong terms 
against the Members of the Liberal as 
against this Government, and the only 
apology that my hon. and learned friend 
had to offer was, as I understand, that 
the members of the Liberal Government 
were pledged to carry out reforms. I 
also heard with considerable regret 
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another observation made by my hon.|in a case in which certain persons 
and learned friend. Attention was called | were charged with conduct which, if 
to the terms of the newspaper comment | committed by members of any trade 
which formed the subject of this prosecu- | union in England, would certainly have 
tion, and my hon. and learned friend | sent them to prison for a criminal offence. 








referred to the terms in which some of his 
political associates, if not himself, had 
been attacked by certain London news- 
papers. I appeal to every man who 
heard what was read by the Attorney 
General for Ireland and whohas acquaint- 
ance with the London Press to say 
whether the slightest comparison can be 
drawn between the expressions in those 
articles and anything which has appeared 
in the London press. 

Sik ROBERT REID: If the Attorney 
General will excuse me, as a matter of 
fact I was not comparing the articles in 
the London Press with the articles to 
which the Attorney General for Ireland 
alluded. What I was comparing was the 
choice language of abuse. 


Sik ROBERT FINLAY: I accept my 
hon. and learned friend’s statement. I 
am perfectly certain that the language 
of the hon. and learned gentleman will be 
misconstrued out of doors, and that a 
different meaning will be attached to it 
coming from a man of his experience in 
the House and in his profession. What 
we have to do with in this case are the 
comments on the conduct of jurors in the 
discharge of their duty in the adminis- 
tration of justice. 


Mr. T. P. OCONNOR: That is not 
the case. It is a gross misstatement on 
the part of the hon. and learned Gentle- 
man. [ do not know whether he was 
present when I| introduced this motion. 
But if he were present he must have 
known that I declared that my case was 
not confined and did not deal mainly 


with Mr. M‘Hugh’s case, but with the) 


packing of juries in Dublin and Cork and 
Sligo and all over Ireland. 


Str ROBERT FINLAY: I am per- 
fectly aware that the hon. Gentleman 
said that. T heard him saying it. But I 
say he was diverting attention from the 
real issue and the real charge. What 
the Attorney General for Ireland de- 
monstrated was that jurors’ were 
threatened, vengeance was invoked 
upon them, and they were held up to 
public odium and contempt for the 
part they took in doing their duty 


| The hon. Gentleman, instead of directing 
his attention to the real nature of the 
charge against a Member of this House 
who was convicted, said he desired to 
draw attention to the whole subject of 
jury-packing. For my part I entirely 
object to the epithet * jury-packing”’ as 
'applied to those who are responsible for 
the administration of justice in Ireland. 
The true jury-packers in Ireland are the 
League and those who sympathise with 
the League. What they would desire 
to see is that in any charge of intimida- 
_ tion against members of the League the 
| majority of the jury should be members 
of the League too. 


' Mr. CREAN (Cork, S.E.): In one 
case, out of forty-three Catholics chal- 
'lenged only two belonged to the League. 

Sir ROBERT FINLAY: I am sorry 
I cannot really say what were the precise 
proportions of members of the League in 
each case ; but we know that the propor- 
tions were very different in the case with 
which we are more immediately con- 
cerned. I ask the Committee whether 

'the presence, in a case of this kind, of 
'men who are notoriously in sympathy 
with such intimidation would not 
reduce the administration of justice in 
Ireland to a farce. 

A VOICE FROM THE IRISH BENCHES: It 
is already a farce. 

Sir ROBERT FINLAY : It is not the 
Crown which packs the juries. What 
the Crown does is to endeavour to secure 
an impartial jury, who shall return a 
verdict according to the evidence. 

Mr. CREAN: Half of them are 
_ bankrupts. 

Sir ROBERT FINLAY: What the 
hon. Gentleman desires is a jury which 
' prefers to give a verdict in the teeth of the 
evidence. But I pass from that. The 
‘hon. Gentleman admits that the same 
right of ordering jurors to stand by 
exists in England, but the right is not 
‘often exercised. Why? Because, as is 
| perfectly well known, if either side has an 
| objection to a juryman the clerk is asked 
| not to call that person. Both sides act 
‘reasonably in’ the’ matter. [Cries} of 
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‘Oh, oh” from the Irish Benches.] I 
wish hon. Gentlemen would always 
endeavour to act reasonably. The only 
reason why in this country the right 
of ordering jurors to stand by on the 
part of the Crown is not exercised is 
that it is not necessary. My hon. and 
learned friend spent some time in 
demonstrating that the state of things 
here was not like that in Ireland. I do 
not think he needed to establish that 
proposition. I ask my hon. and learned 
friend, who is responsible? Suppose 


that in some district in England there | 
was a state of things resembling that | 


which unfortunately exists in some coun- 
ties in Ireland at the present time, 
where many of those summoned on the 
panel are notoriously in sympathy with 
the criminals, and who, if they served, 
might be trusted to find a verdict of not 
guilty, whatever the evidence; I am 
perfectly certain that the hon. and 
learned Gentleman would have the 
courage of his position and would fear- 
lessly assert the right of ordering such 
persons to stand by until he secured 
an impartial jury for the trial of the case. 
I am perfectly certain that he, in England, 
would act as my right hon. and learned 
friend the Attorney General for Ireland 
has acted in Ireland in similar cireum- 
stances. 

My hon. and learned friend used one 
expression which, I confess, 
with very great regret. He said that 


the right of asking jurors to stand by 


had been grossly abused in Ireland. 
I listened with attention to all he said, 
but he did not adduce one scrap of 
evidence of it. It is a very serious 
thing when a gentleman of the very high 
position of my hon. and learned friend, 
and who is so justly respected in this 
House and the country, makes a charge of 
this kind against the Attorney General 
for Ireland in the execution of his duty 
in the administration of justice in Ireland, 
and tells the country that the right of 
challenge has been grossly abused, and 
does not adduce a scrap of evidence in 
support of his statement. It is said that 
all those who are asked to stand aside 
are Roman Catholics. The circumstance | 
that persons ordered to stand by were. 
Roman Catholics has nothing to do) 
with it. They were ordered to stand | 
by because those responsible for the trial | 


Sir Robert Finlay. 


{COMMONS} 


filled me | 
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| believed on sufficient grounds that they 

could not be trusted to try the case 
impartially. In calmer moments, | trust, 
‘the hon. and learned Gentleman will 
feel that it is a serious thing that one of 
his eminence in the profession should 
make such charges against those who are 
responsible for the administration of the 
law in Ireland. [A NaTIoNALIst Men- 
BER: Why should he not tell the truth ?| 
On the whole, I submit to the Committee 
that the answer made by my right hon. 
and learned friend the Attorney General 
for [reland to the charges levelled against 
him was complete. They are charges 
which are invariably advanced against 
every Irish administration, whatever 
party is in power, and which are, I 
believe, as devoid of truth as those 
levelled against my right hon. and 
learned friend. 


*Mr. BLAKE (Longford, 8.) said he 
had no intention of detaining the atten- 
tion of the Committee on the particular 
case, however important, upon which 
the Attorney General and the Govern- 
ment would desire that the debate 
should exclusively turn. ‘The debate 
concerned itself mainly with the deeper 
question—the general question of the 
administration of justice in Ireland in 
the department of the selection and 
composition of juries for the conduct 
of criminal cases. That was the real 
question. I was not a new question : 
but it was a question the age of which 
rendered it all the more intolerable. It 
was a question which demanded the 
attention of the English people, who, them- 
selves free, believed they were giving the 
same freedom to Ireland that they 
claimed for themselves, which, in the 
present heyday of freedom in England, 
demanded the attention of those Eng- 
lishmen who were in truth treating the 
sister island in such a different fashion. 
The Attorney General for England said 
that no man was made to stand aside 
because of his religion, or except for 
the purpose of securing an impartial 
jury. But in the cases which they had 
before them that day, and in the cases 
which they heard of from day to day. 
and in the cases which they had heard 
of for 150 years in history—in all these 
cases the practical result had been that 
the Crown had in certain classes of trials 
used its power to make jurors stand 





669 


by, 
larg 
as t 
call 
fou 
gen 
to | 
how 
the 
Cat! 
orde 
if sc 
who 
case 
(atl 
sani 
caus 
certi 
dese 
N 
obta 
tial 
who 
prin 
long 
to t 
brea 
prot 
time 
Chat 
said 
stitu 
men 
of n 
the 
Cro 
Gen 
prod 
in V 
Catl 
elim 
chos 
that 
and 
cont 
thin 
Eng 
men 
wer 
kne 
kne 
they 
and 
ume 
whe 
thu 
gua 
thir 
peo 








568 


ley 
ase 
ist, 
vill 
ot 
ud 
ire 
he 
»M- 


ee 
n. 
ral 











669 Supply—Civil {3 May 1901} Service Estimates. 670 


by, in respect of a panel composed in a| they were called upon to obey. The 
large majority of Roman Catholics, so | laws were made by the British majority 
as to set aside all the Roman Catholics | in spite of and in opposition to the feelings 
called until twelve Protestants had been | of the people constantly and constitu- 
found to form the jury. That was the tionally expressed. And it was because 
general rule, and when that was found the laws were so made, and the defects 
to be the case, they might easily see | of the law were not to be remedied by 
how the matter in fact stood. In Cork | constitutional process, because Ireland 
the other day there were forty-two | could not secure the change of her laws 
Catholic jurors made to stand by in| where they were in her opinion wrong, 
order to secure by that easy, simple— | that the very basis on which the founda- 
if somewhat protracted—process, twelve | tion of the system and the utility of the 
who were Protestants. In the Sligo | twelve men in the box rested did not 
case there were twenty-two Roman there exist. He could therefore under- 
Catholics made to stand by until the | stand the real reason for the hon. Gentle- 
same result was obtained. It was be- man’s action in thus perverting the 
cause that was the general practice in system of the administration of justice. 
certain classes of trials that the matter |The root of the evil was that in respect 
deserved the attention of Parliament. to the legislative control of the affairs 
Now it was said that that meant of the Irish people by that which was 
obtaining an impartial jury. Yes,impar- called the common Parliament, but 
tial just according to the view of those which was in speech the English Parlia- 
who had insisted on maintaining the old | ment, the Irish had not got the essentials 
principle of Protestant ascendency as | of freedom. And, as the Government 
long as they could, and who, still clinging could not satisfactorily secure the execus 
to that principle even now, insisted on tion of these laws—their own laws 
breaking down what should be the main | according to their own forms of justice 
protection and bulwark of the people in —so they used in Ireland that power, 
time of need—the twelve men in the box. that weapon, which rested, rusty, it was 
Chatham, clarum et venerabile nomen, true, in the armoury of the English 
said that the essence of the British Con- | law, but which was never brought out 
stitution was that it secured the twelve there, and which, if it were brought 
wen in the box. Yes; but what kind out, would soon be turned against the 
of men? Not twelve men selected by man who did so with fatal results. Par- 
the Crown on an issue between the | liament, which ruled Ireland against the 
Crown and the subject. The Attorney | wishes of its people, allowed that which 
(reneral—whose servants time after time | it would not for an instant tolerate in 
produced the result that from a panel | England to continue the rule in Ireland, 
in which a large majority was Roman so that it might continue to govern 
Catholic every Roman Catholic was | Ireland really despotically, disregarding 
eliminated, and Protestants alone were |the substance, while pretending to 
chosen—asked the Committee to believe | respect the forms, of British justice. He 
that that was a result with which faith | agreed with his hon. friend the Member 
and religion had nothing to do. The for Dumfries, infinitely better would it 
contention was absurd. Why could such | be that the forms of justice were abolished, 
things not occur in England? Because that the naked truth should be known, 
England had the reality of free govern- | that the sham of having twelve men in 
ment by the people, because the people the box should be done away, and that 
were governed by laws which they| they should do openly what they did 
knew they had made, and which they in fact—govern Ireland according to a 
knew they could amend. It was because | despotic system. 
they themselves had made the. laws,,; He did not believe that in earlier days 
and could by constitutional means |the people of England would have been 
amend them, that the laws had, on the! so indifferent on this question as they 
whole, their sympathy and support, and were to-day. They lived now in such 
thus the twelve men in the box were the | full freedom that they did not realise 
guardians of the law. The condition of | adequately the vital necessity for those 
things in the sister isle was that the | securities for the liberty of the subject 
people did not make the laws which! which they had fought for in former 
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times, when the power of the Crown 
was greater, when the difficulty of main- 
taining the rights and liberties of the 
people against the Crown was more 
severe, when there was but an imperfect 
representation of the people in Parlia- 
ment, and when the jury-box was the 
bulwark and security of the subject 
against oppression. But they all re- 
membered cases of jurors who were said 
to violate their oaths, and of whom 
no man thought the worse to-day. There 
were times when in great trials for 
seditious libel, and in spite of the threats 
of the highest authorities of the law, 
jurymen insisted on delivering a general 
verdict of not guilty. There was also a 
time when it was found utterly impos- 
sible to induce Parliament to humanise 
the criminal law. There was a time 
when a poor young woman, newly a 
mother, whose husband had been taken 
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quently no punishments, because the 
juries would not convict, and asking for a 
change to secure some punishment : 
and so the twelve men in the box changed 
the law. Mark that Parliament did not 
then pack the jury in order to execute 
the laws it would fain have upheld. No; 
it reluctantly made the law such that 
coached juries would execute it. No one 
now defamed the jurors who, placed in a 
dreadful position, declined to execute 
these barbarities. No; everyone re- 
gretted the callousness and the blindness 
and inhumanity of those high-placed 
legislators then responsible for the legis- 
lation of the country. He invited Eng- 
lishmen who were not wantoning in 
liberty, who were giving up trial by jury 
to a great extent in favour of trial by a 
judge, to recollect that even in England 
it was possible that a day might come 
when the work of the twelve men in the 





by a press-gang, was arrested for stealing | box might be required again. But 
a loaf of bread to save herself and her | those twelve men, to do their work, must 
offspring from starvation, and was sen- not be the men which the Crown might 
tenced, her child at her breast, to the! like to choose. They must not be packed. 
gallows. There was a time when capital | He invited them meantime to remember 
punishment was inflicted for forgery of a that they had set up in Ireland under the 
note and for stealing any article valued at present political system a condition which 
over 40s. Judges of the highest attri- | was very different ; in things political, 
butes, bishops of the greatest sanctity, things religious, and in things which con- 
the House of Commons and the House | cerned the land. God knew that for 
of Peers refused year after year—almost that state of things the great majority 
generation after generation—to change of the population was not mainly respon- 
these barbarous laws. Who changed | sible. The responsibility rested mainly 
them? The twelve men in the box. | upon a minority in Ireland which a 
How? By refusing to become accom- | British Government had put there ; 
plices in the crime of executing them. | which it kept there, sustained there, 

We now admired the juries of those and guarded there, and upon whose 
days; we admired the common juror, | advice and opinion the Government 
who, splendide mendaz, refused to find largely acted. It was a condition of 
men guilty of stealing small amounts, | things which everyone deplored, and all 
and of forgery, when the sentence fol-| desired to see diminish and gradually 
lowing conviction would be the gallows. fade away. How was it possible for such 
What changed these laws in the end? a result to be achieved so long as such 
Not so much the increased humanity of | charges could be made with reference 
the noble Peers, or of the aristocratic | to the administration of justice in Ireland 
House of Commons, or of the eminent as had been heard in this debate, which 
judges, or of the saintly bishops, as the | practically showed that the Administra- 
fact that the twelve men in the box had | tion by its deeds, speaking louder than 
made the law impossible of execution. | words, said the “ only way we can get 
And the bankers and traders, yes, the our laws obeyed is by keeping Catholics 
City, in whose interests they were told | out of the box, by making them stand 
it was necessary to maintain capital | aside until we can get twelve Protestants 
punishment in order to secure them in the box.” That was not done literally 
against forgery and theft, presented! in all cases ; of course, if it were, it would 
petitions to Parliament saying they become intolerable, even in English 
could get no convictions, and conse- opinion, of what is tolerable for Ireland. 


Mr. Blake. 
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But in these particular classes of cases 
it was done, and, so far as he could see 
no test, except the test of religious faith, 
was, speaking broadly, applied as to the 
fitness to serve ona jury. It wasa rough 
and ready test indeed ; it was a shameful 
test ; but it was the general test applied. 

Now this was an absolutely intolerable 
condition of things, and those Ministers 
who said that that condition was neces- 
sary in order to carry on the Government 
and administer the law in Ireland showed 
by their statement that the Government 
of Ireland stood self-condemned. That 
this condition of things would be deemed 
in England intolerable should have 
taught the English Administration of 
Ireland that it was intolerable in Ireland 
also, and that they should bring about 
a change in the administration if they 
desired to be benefactors to the country. 
Conceive the effect of this mode of select- 
ing the jury upon the masses of the popu- 
lation. What must be the feelings of the 
majority when in this class of cases in the 
Courts of Justice they saw that men of 
the faith—to which he did not belong— 
the Roman Catholic faith, were excluded 
from the jury-box as being incapable of 
giving a just verdict, when it was said 
across the floor of the House that the 
majority of the population were unable to 
act impartially in these matters, while 


absolutely impartial. If there was any 
bitterness of feeling in Ireland, was it all 
on the part of the majority ? Was it not 
just as much, was it not even far more, 


the minority, so long as they could 
ride roughshod over the majority, 
did not they hold on as long as they 
could to every coign of vantage 
and place of power from which 


they not those very men who were still 


that remained to them by virtue of the 
administration of the law of Ireland— 
the advantage guaranteed by having 
_ twelve men of their faith and opinions in 
the jury-box? And yet, forsooth, it was 
gravely said they were to be accepted as 
the impartial men! He would close by 
reiterating that he was not at all sur- 
prised at the course which right hon. 
Gentlemen adopted; it was on a piece 
with much more, all which was rendered 
necessary by their determination to rule, 





the minority were all admirably just and | 


on the part of the minority? Did not | 


they could control the country? Were | 


clinging to every point of vantage ground | 
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in every department, legislative as well 
as executive, not by methods which 
Englishmen would tolerate for a mo- 
ment if applied to themselves, but by 
despotic and unconstitutional methods, 
the country which they misgoverned. 


*Mr. DUFFY (Galway, S.) said that he 
was moreorless concerned in the infamous 
system of jury-packing which was under 
the consideration of the House that 
evening, by reason of the fact that some 
short time age he had the honour and 
distinction of being placed in one of Her 
late Majesty’s prisons, and therefore he 
ventured to trespass upon the time of the 
House for a few minutes. He desired to 
refer to the characteristically strange 
speech delivered by the Attorney General 
for Ireland. He was not going to follow 

‘him through all the vagaries of his ser- 

pentine performance, in straying away 
from the main road of discussion into 
the byeways and “boreens” of Par- 
liamentary debate, in order to white- 
wash the action of the Irish Govern- 
ment, and in order to extricate them 
from the position in which the speech 
of his hon. friend the Member for 
the Scotland Division had placed them. 
The Attorney General for Ireland’s 
speech was characteristic of that 
class of speech which they had been in 
the habit of hearing from his prede- 
cessors. In matter and in style his 
defence reminded him of the twopenny- 
halfpenny arguments of the village 
attorneys in the West of Ireland, for when 
they had no real defence they attacked 
right and left and centre. 

He did not look at the debate 
which had been introduced upon 
this question in the same light as the 
right hon. Gentleman, who seemed 
to underestimate its consequences and 
its results. This mean and despicable 
system of jury-packing in Ireland was 
a continuation of a system which had 
been carried on in Ireland for centuries, 
and a more important question could 
not possibly engage the attention of 
the House of Commons. It was not 
a matter of to-day, or yesterday, or 
last year. It was the growth of 
centuries. This pernicious system had 
been handed down to them along the 
stream of time, and now it actually 
'stank in the nostrils of the people. 
| To-day any man who sympathised with 
the Irish people, and endeavoured to lift 
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them up from the sad and pitiable posi- | 
tion which they occupied at present, was 
at once singled out and pounced upon by | 


the British Government in Ireland. In 


such a case, if the Government could not 
find a jury sufficiently pliant in the dis- 
trict in which the prisoner lived, then 
they changed the venue of the trial, and, | 
by using all the powers entrusted to the 
Government, they had no difficulty in 
getting together a jury who would find 
any verdict they chose. It was useless for 
the Attorney General for Ireland to try 
to deny this. It was a matter within 
the knowledge of every man in this 
House. It was the experience of Ireland 
in the course of the past hundred years, 
and it was his own personal experience 
during the last twenty years. It might 
strike English Members as a singular 
thing that Irishmen for certain  so- 
ealled offences gloried in being sent 
to prison, but that should be a re- 
velation tothem that there was a 
depth of patriotism which 
up in the Irish heart that 
laws and all the tyranny of the 
Irish Government could not dis- 
pose of. In his own particular case, 
some years ago he was arrested with 
some other Nationalists in his district 
on a charge of criminal conspiracy or 
some peculiar charge of that kind. Not 
alone did the Crown resort to the extreme 
step of dragging them from the extreme 
western seaboard to the extreme eastern 
seaboard, from Galway to Wicklow, a 
distance of 150 miles, but when the 
Crown had them there they 
to the foul and pernicious system of 
jury-packing. They placed on the jury 
twelve good and true men from the 
Orange lodges of the county Wicklow. 
His hon. friends knew perfectly well 
that it was a county choke full of broken- 
down and seedy landlords, land agents, 
ex-army officers, and a heterogeneous 
hody of men who were not likely to 
hold the scales 
impartially between men like himself, 
who were engaged in anagrarian struggle, 
and the representatives of the class 


all the 


they were waging an unrelenting war | 


against. It was like sending a sinner 


before the old chap in the lower regions | 


for judgment. They were convicted 
by that jury of men, who from every 
es of view were their enemies, and | 


Ir. Duffy. 
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| who were only too delighted to have 
it in their power to send a Land Leaguer 
to gaol. They were tried by a body 
of men whose passions were fiercely 
-aroused, whose hatred and prejudice 
were so strong that they were not only 
perfectly willing to convict them, but 
he verily believed that if they could 
they would have gobbled them up. 
The hon. Member afterwards referred 
to the case of the Craughwell prisoners. 
He had endeavoured to bring the case 
of those unfortunate men under the 
notice of the House on several occasions, 
but owing to one cause or another he 
was precluded. He did not intend to 
go into the facts of the case at present. 
He did not know that he would be 
entitled to do so, even if he desired, 
but he warned the right hon. Gentle- 
man opposite that he would hear more 
of that business before he had done 
with him. They were taken from 
county Galway to county Wicklow, 
and from Wicklow to Sligo, that favourite 
hunting ground of the Castle lawyers 
in Ireland. In the county Sligo these 
unfortunate men were brought to trial 
on a capital charge. On such an occa- 
sion one would think that the Crown 
would hesitate before treating them with 
loaded dice. But no; feelings of con- 
science—feelings of humanity—consti- 
tutional feelings weighed not with the 
Government in the least. At the first trial 
a jury composed partly of Catholics 
and partly of Protestants was empannelled, 
and after a long and patient hearing 
the jury disagreed, but there and then 
the Crown prosecutor decided to have 
a second trial, and on the next occasion 
he was determined that he would not 
be baulked. At the second trial thirty- 
four jurors were told to stand aside, 
and twelve true, tried, and _ trusted 
Protestants were empannelled to try 
them—a body of men whom the Crown 
knew right well would bring in the 
verdict which was wanted. The jurors 
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men who were steeped all over with 
the deadliest feeling of political animus. 
Was it to be wondered at that these 
two unfortunate men were convicted 
and sentenced to death? He wished 
the House to bear in mind a most impor- 
'tant matter in connection with this 
_case. When these men were awaiting 





617 
their 
senta 
to b 
men 
they 
with 
comp 
years 
Thou 
foul a 
men 
path 
suecet 
that 
woulc 
They 
prisor 
(sovel 
he qu 
questi 
cold, « 
as hae 
histor 
and I 
take i 
Wh 
the se 
ance, 
of rel 
he co 
past, 1 
it was 
lrelan 
taunt 
the fF 
disloyz 
and in 
on th 
insteac 
betwee 
allowe 
with 
unaba: 
detern 
anyon 
trum] 
and sl: 
deferer 
arrivec 
moven 
in this 
this H 
suppor 
and the 
to put 
Unless 
on for 
themse’ 
remedy 





—“ RPD = 


ee OP 


= BW 





{3 May 1901} Service Estimates. 678 


their second trial the Crown repre-| things? Irish jurors had the settlement: 
sentatives in Ireland caused a message | of the matter entirely in their own 
to be conveyed to the unfortunate | hands. Irish Catholic jurors in the 
nen in prison informing them that if | future, when they were told to stand 
they would plead guilty to the crime | aside, should remember that an insult 
with which they were charged the) and an indignity had been offered not 
comparatively light sentence of eight |alone to themselves, their characters 
years imprisonment would be inflicted. | and their nationality, but also to their 
Though the Crown resorted to every | ancient faith. He held that the Irishman 
foul and despicable means to bribe these | who henceforward would allow such an 
men away from conscience and from the indignity and disgrace to be inflicted 
path of moral rectitude they did not} upon him, participated, to a certain 
succeed. They had held out the hope | extent, in the prostitution of justice and 
that on certain conditions these men | an abnegation of the right of trial by jury, 
would be liberated on ticket-of-leave. | and would deserve and be entitled to be 
They had now spent eighteen years in | called a blasphemer and an, idolator. If 
prison. Was the vengeance of the Irish jurors during the coming sessions, 
Government not yet satisfied? When shortly to be held, when political offences, 
he quite recently in this House asked a or at least charges arising out of political 
question in regard to these men the same offences, would be submitted to them, 
cold, callous, stereotyped reply was given | would only bear in mind the duty 
as had been given at every stage in the| they owed to themselves, to their 
history of the relations between England | religion, and to their faith, he honestly 
and Ireland, namely, that the law must} and sincerely believed that the day 
take its course. was not far distant when an end 
When the Crown in Ireland sowed would be put to a state of things 
the seeds of disaffection and disturb- | which had wrought untold mischief and 
ance, when they sowed the seeds harm to a large number of his fellow- 
of rebellion amongst the people, as countrymen in the past, and, through 
he contended they had done in the | its operation in the present day, had 
past, what rank humbug and hypocrisy caused a number of men to while 
it was for the Attorney Generals for away their lives, in the evening of 
Ireland and for England to stand up and | old age, within the miserable and dreary 
taunt the Nationalists across the floor of | walls of His Majesty’s prisons. 
the House of Commons with being 
disloyal to a Constitution which practised Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) 
and inflicted such disgraceful infamies | congratulated his hon. friend who had 
on their people—a Constitution which, just sat down on the very able speech 
instead of holding the scales evenly | which he had made against the system 
between. the accusers and the accused, of jury-packing, and the very high level 
illowed justice to walk into open court | of eloquence to which he had attained 
with the dice loaded, eyes bandaged, in endeavouring to induce his fellow- 
tnabashed and unashamed, with a fixed , countrymen to take steps to put an end 
determination to erush and persecute ‘to this infamous scandal in Ireland. It 
anyone who stood in the way of the could fairly be said that few debates 
triumphant march of political meanness inaugurated in this House had_ been 
and slavery. With all due respect and | maintained at so high a level all round 
deference he said that the hour had jas that in which they were engaged, 
arrived when the leaders of the political and which had been so eloquently opened 
movement in Ireland must take action by the hon. Member for the Scotland 
in this matter. They must both inside | Division. That hon. Member had 
this House and in Ireland back up and | pointed out that the same brutalising 
support the action of Mr. M‘Hugh | system of misgovernment in Ireland had 
and the Freeman’s Journal in their efforts | been maintained since the first Saxon 
to put down jury-packing in Ireland. linvasion of Ireland; and the same 
Unless that accursed system was to go| system of brutalising the people and 
on for ever the Irish people must ask | refusing them ordinary constitutional 
themselves the question—Is there no| rights to which they were entitled, and 
temedy for this unfortunate state of which they dared not refuse to the people 
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of this country, was in vogue to-day, | special men who prompted the Crown 
and was in the same full force as it had | 
‘though they would never get at the real 
‘truth of this matter, were largely 


been during the last two or three cen- 
turies. It was said as long ago as the 


reign of King John that the liberty of | 


the subject was to be guarded by the 


privilege of a man being tried by his. 


peers. But to-day it might be truly said 
of Ireland, as had been shown by the 
hon. Gentleman who had preceded him, 
that for all practical purposes in Ireland 
the word “ Magna Charta”’ had never 
existed. It was a mockery to say that 
the people of Ireland enjoyed the privilege 
of trial by their peers for any offence with 
which they might be charged. And in 
this session of Parliament, which had 
been opened with so gross an insult to 
the Catholic religion, which the majority 
of the people of Ireland professe , that 
religion had been still more grossly 
insulted and outraged by the continuance 
of the system of jury-packing against 
which they protested. The Attorney 
General claimed the credit of having in 
his particular Department in his employ 
a number of very able Crown solicitors, 
who were charged to carry out the 
instructions he transmitted to them 
from Dublin Castle. In connection with 
that it might be said that the whole train 
of spies were employed for the purpose 
of loading the dice against the unfortu- 
nate prisoners to be tried. He had se2n 
it himself, over and over again, in his 
own country. He had asked a question 
some time since of the right hon. Gentle- 
man as to whether or not in each county 
in Ireland there was not a special police- 
man in direct communication with what 
was called the Criminal Investigation 
Department in Dublin, whose duty it 
was to attend the assizes and quarter 
sessions, and to prompt the Crown 
solicitor as to the religion and politics of 
every juryman, one by one, as his name 
was drawn from the ballot-box. He did 
not think that in England any such 
official would be allowed to interfere with 
the administration of justice, or, if it were 
attempted, the hon. Gentleman in this 
House responsible for it would find his 
position untenable indeed, and the 
Government which had sanctioned it 
would provoke for themselves as great a 


solicitors, as he implicitly _ believed, 


responsible for many of the crimes with 
which people were charged. The right 
hon. Gentleman laughed at that state- 
ment, but it was a well-known fact that 


£40,000 was voted annually for Secret 
Service, and they never got an account 


| as to where it went. 


It was believed, at 
all events by the people of Ireland, and 
he himself believed it implicitly, that it 
went to the manufacture of those bogus 
crimes which the Government were 
always ready to plant on the national 
organisation of the farmers of the 
country. He would take, for instance, 
a very recent case with which they had 
been made acquainted in the county of 


| Longford, and which had been brought 


forward just because the United Irish 
League had made headway in that 
county. A_ prosecution was brought 
under the Whiteboys Act against two 
young farmers who had taken an active 
part in the promoting and organisation 
of the United Irish League. The right 
hon. Gentleman the Attorney General 
for Ireland listened to the hon. Member 
for the Scotland Division, who detailed 
his experience of the magistrates in this 
country and in Jreland. That hon. 
Gentleman showed very plainly that the 
magistrates in this country acted quite 


y 


‘independently of the Executive, while 


storm of obloquy as had ever befallen any | 


administration in this country. But 


the right hon. Gentleman the Attorney 
General for Ireland had practically 
acknowledged that the whole magis- 
terial bench of Ireland was in the hollow 
of his hand. 


Mr. ATKINSON: I never said any- 
thing of the sort. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: If the right 
hon. Gentleman had not the power, he 
exercised it so far as the magistrates in 
Ireland were concerned. 


Mr. ATKINSON: I have charge of 
the prosecutions, but not of the magis- 
trates. 

Me. J. P. FARRELL said that if the 
right hon. Gentleman the Attorney 
General for Ireland would allow him to 
finish he would show that the right hon. 
Gentleman had accepted full responsi- 


that was not the worst of it. These | bility for what had been done in Ireland: 


Mr. J. P. Farrell. 


680 








681 


but 
do 1 

M 
do 
trat 

N 
alle, 
was 
the 
Ger 
to ¢ 
Wh 
hon 
the 
on | 
pert 
whe 
righ 
step 
pow 
trat 
resi 
indi 

M 
resp 


M 
not 
man 
he wv 
ease 
on h 
of p 
dealt 
the 
ture 
of pe 
a bi 

Tr 
Epw 
It is 
mon 

Mi 
alav 
a ¢ 
migl 
done 
althe 
Gov 

M1 
cour 
Mem 

M1 
the k 
have 
as to 
acco! 








680 


own 
ved, 
real 
gely 
with 
ight 
bate- 
that 
cret 
yunt 
1, at 
and 
it it 
gus 
vere 
onal 
the 
nee, 
had 
y of 
ht 
rish 
hat 
ght 
two 
tive 
tion 
ight 
eral 
iber 
iled 
this 


the 
uite 
hile 
ney 
ally 
low 


ght 
he 


3 in 
; of 
gis 
the 


ney 
| to 


nsi- 


nd: 














681 Supply—Ciil 
but now he said that he had nothing to 
do with the matter. 

Mr. ATKINSON: I had nothing to 
do with the appointment of the magis- 
trates. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL said he had never 


alleged that the right hon. Gentleman 


was responsible for the appointment of 


the magistrates, and the right hon. 


Gentleman’s interjection was an attempt 


to divert his argument to another issue. 
What he insisted upon was that the right 
hon. Gentleman had entirely set aside 
the decision of the magistrates who sat 
on the petty sessions, and who had a 
perfect right to give their opinion, and 
who scouted the case out of court. The 
right hon. Gentleman had, however, 
stepped in, and by the exercise of his 
powers of putting the popular magis- 
trates on one side, had insisted on the 
resident magistrate returning a bill of 
indictment against the prisoner. 

Mr. ATKINSON : I accept the entire 
responsibility for that. 


Me. J. P. FARRELL said thatjhe did 
not think that if the right hon. Gentle- 
man were Attorney General for England 
he would do that in regard to an English 
case. He appealed to English Members 
on both sides of the House. If a court 
of petty sessions in England had sat and 
dealt with a case, he did not think that 
the Attorney General would have ven- 
tured to ignore the opinion of the court 
of petty sessions, and would have ordered 
a bill of indictment to be returned. 

THe SOLICITOR GENERAL (Sir 
Epwarp Carson, Dublin University) : 
It is done every day, at the present 
moment, in this country. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL said he was not 
alawyer, but he had never heard of such 
a case. The right hon. Gentleman 
might explain later on how often it was 
done. He was an Irishman himself, 
although not a member of the Irish 
Government. 

Mr. MOORE (Antrim, N.) asked if the 
court was not unanimous and the hon. 
Member himself on the bench ? 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL said he was on 
the bench, but the hon. Member need not 
have interrupted him. He was speaking 
as to facts he knew, and as to treatment 
accorded to Irishmen which would not 
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be accorded to Englishmen or Scotchmen. 
Of course the right hon. Gentlemen 
ignored the action of Catholic magis- 
trates, although he permitted thirty or 
forty Unionist magistrates to assemble 
in County Monaghan to give a landlord’s 
agent a licence. 

| Mr. ATKINSON : I did the very same 
| thing in County Fermanagh. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL said he did not 
|follow that observation. He was speak- 
|ing about what occurred in Monaghan, 
| with which he was acquainted. At 
|the very last assizes in Longford the 
|Judge congratulated the county on its 
| peaceful condition. Crime was prac- 
| tically unknown, but because of the 
| United Irish League the right hon. 
| Gentlemanstepped in with these Whiteboy 
_ prosecutions, put the county to expense, 
/and sent men for trial to the Wicklow 
| Assizes. His hon. friend the Member 
‘for South Galway had showed what 
| kind of juries these were in Wicklow, 
'and when the Crown selected Wicklow 
| for winter assizes, they did it deliberately, 
| because they had special facilities in that 
‘county for packing juries. He should 
like some explanation from the right 
‘hon. Gentleman as to what principle 
| guided the Crown in the selection of 
the venue for winter assizes. They 
| were held time after time in the same 
‘counties. In Connaught, Sligo was 
‘generally selected; jin Leinster it was 
either Waterford or Wicklow ; in Munster 
'it was generally Cork; and in Ulster, 
| Belfast had the privilege of convicting 
|prisoners for the Crown. On_ what 
| principle was the selection regulated ? 
|The winter assizes were generally held 
‘in the same county in each province, 
‘and the other counties were not given 
an opportunity of expressing their 
opinion through the jury box, or standing 
between the Crown and the subject. 
The right hon. Gentleman said that 
he knew nothing about the religion of 
jurors, and he supposed the right hon. 
Gentleman would also tell the Com- 
mittee that he did not know which 
counties were favourable to the Crown, 
but the remarkable fact remained, and 
no amount of sophistry would dispose 
of it, that the winter assizes were con- 
stantly held in the same counties. They 
were discussing a question affecting 
the liberty of a Nationalist Member of 

















683 


the House, and the action of the Crown 
in depriving an Irish constituency of 
its elected representative. He wished 
to state that he believed implicitly 
—as did the vast majority of the 
Nationalists of Ireland—that if Mr. 
P. A. M‘Hugh had not been upholding 
strongly and unflinchingly in the West 
of Ireland the banner of the national 
organisation, the right hon. Gentleman 
would not have taken so much trouble 
to pack a jury to convict him. The 
right hon. Gentleman perhaps thought 
foolishly—-for it was a vain hope—that 
by putting his hon. friend under lock 
and key he was thereby tending to crush 
the national organisation, but he be- 
lieved the result would show that that 
was an utterly mistaken and ridiculous 
view. The incidents surrounding the 
ease of his hon. friend, the two trials, 
the manner in which the venue was 
fixed, and the pains which were taken 
to convict his hon. friend, all tended 
to show to the people of Ireland that the 
old policy of coercion against Irish 
Nationalist representatives, who were 
determined to maintain a_ vigorous 
organisation in Ireland, was, under 
another guise, about to be resorted to, 
but he warned the right hon. Gentleman 
that if he thought that policy would be 
successful, he was never more mistaken 
in his life. That was the way Home 
Rule was to be * killed by kindness.”” He 
believed with his hon. friend the Member 
for the Scotland Division of Liverpool 
that the action of the Government had 
caused immense harm between the two 
religions in Ireland. The right hon. 
Gentleman had fixed in the minds of 
the Catholics of Ireland the fact that 
their religion was a bar to their serving 
on a jury, and that a member of their 
religion accused of any crime would be 
found guilty by a jury of Protestants. 
The true note in the debate was struck 
by his hon. friend the Member for South 
Galway when he appealed to the Catholic 
jurors of Ireland to resent the insult 
to which they were subjected. He 
hopedg most earnestly that that appeal 
would be listened to. After all, jurors 
attendid in obedience to a summons 
from the Crown, and they must have 
some rights. Judges with strong anti- 
Catholic leanings might be sent on circuit 
to browbeat and intimidate them, but 


Mr. J. P. Farrell. 
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| they were discharging a public duty 
just as much as was the judge clothed 
in all his authority. He most strongly 
supported the appeal of his hon. friend, 
and he hoped that when Catholic jurors 
were asked to leave the jury box they 
would refuse to obey the order of the 
Court, and thereby render the pro. 
ceedings a nullity. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said he 
hoped the Committee would allow a 
member who had himself served on 
more than one jury at a time of great 
stress and strain in Ireland, when serving 
on juries involved considerable risk, 
and not only ruin financially, but phy sical 
danger, to utter a few words of remon- 
strance and appeal in the matter. He 
wished to say in the first place that so 
far as the hon. Member for North Leitrim 
was concerned, he had nothing to say in 
his defence. The holding up of twelve 
Protestant jurors to what he must have 
known to be injury if not ruin in their 
business was an odious offence, and so 
far as he was concerned, he would neither 
have hand, act, nor part in defending 
it. He had studied the proceedings 
at the trials with as much care as any 
hon. Member, and he was clearly of 
opinion that whether the jury was packed 
or not, no jury with any respect for their 
oath could have arrived at any other 
verdict. Having said that, and having 
cleared himself of what some of his hon. 
friends would like to fasten on him, he 
wished to come to the issue before the 
Committee. He had sat in the House 
for sixteen years, and attended the House 
in another capacity for fourteen years, 
so that he had practically heard debates 
on this question for thirty years. He 
had heard the question of jury-packing 
stated, assailed, explained and defended, 








and he was now free to state that the 
whole question and the whole procedure 
left a very ugly taste in the mouth. 

His right hon. friend the Attorney 


General, whom he was sure the 
Committee in calmer moments would 
regard as a kindly, upright, honour- 


able Irish gentleman, stated his view 
of what was called jury-packing. He 
denied that any man was ordered 
to stand aside because of his religion, 
and asserted that if a man was ordered 
to stand by it was because of other con- 
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siderations, that it was because the|in two trials; and when he was sworn 
Crown, thought he did not stand indif-| upon the second occasion, no less than 
ferent between the Crown and the| 100 Catholics were challenged and put 
accused, that he was subject to terror, | aside. The Attorney General said that 
fear, or some other influence, and that, | Sligo men were ordered to stand by 
in fact, it was impossible for such a man | because they were United Irish Leaguers; 
to give a fair and honest verdict. That | when in 1882 the Crown set Catholics 
was the Attorney General’s description | aside was it because they sympathised 
of what was called jury-packing. If that} with murder? It would be far better 
were the whole thing, the Attorney | once and for all to come to the conclu- 
General was right, and the Crown was | sion that the system was a bad and 


right. It was said that a great number 
of these men were members of the United 
Irish League, and therefore did not stand 
indifferent between Maguire and the 
Crown; that might be so or not. Ina 





vicious one. 

Whether the Crown was right or wrong 
the Catholics took it as an insult, and it 
would be better for the Crown at once 
to recognise the fact. The Irish Par- 








ease of this kind he himself would say | liament enfranchised the Catholics as 
that members of the United Irish League | jurors in 1793, and it would be better 
would not be an ideal jury. But take | now for the Crown to recognise what 
his own case in 1882. He served | was undoubtedly the fact. that after 100 
then on murder juries. In that | years of union between the two countries 
year jurors were assaulted and nearly | we were precisely in the position we were 
done to death; men were boycotted | when Lord Cornwallis wrote a century 
and ruined, and driven out of the city | ago that he could not trust the Catholics, 
in which they lived, for serving as} because they would join their greatest 
jurors. At that time he went into the enemies to attempt to upset the Union. 
jury box with his pockets full of threat-| He objected to the system, which in his 
ening letters, and during the time that | view was incurably bad. It was not the 
he was away from home his wite and | Protestants generally, throughout Ire- 
children were terrorised by the same | land, who were exposed to these risks and 
means. It was a man who had done that | dangers. Nobody ever dreamt of sending 
that his Ulster colleagues attempted | trials by special commission to Belfast 
to howl down in this House because | to be tried ; no Government was so in- 
he said the Government ought not to | sane as to propose that. It would not be 
expose its citizens to such a thing. He | listened to by any Parliament that ever 
weathered the storm, and he told| sat since the legislative union. The 
those men sitting around him, upon | Protestants of Belfast had not suffered 
whose platforms he had stood, and whose | these risks and dangers. “They jest 
elections he had helped to gain, that if | at sears who never felt a wound,” and it 
they thought they were going to put | was easy to ridicule an Irish Member who 
him down by interruptions they made a | stood up for the Protestants, a man who 
great mistake. He would say what he) had gone through this trouble. It was 
thought upon, Irish affairs whether they | the Protestants of Dublin, Cork, Wick- 
liked it or not. He served on juries|low, and Sligo who had to suffer ; 
in murder trials when Catholics were | those were the four places that had to 
challenged right and left, and it surely) wash up the dirty linen of the whole coun- 
could not be contended that when/|try, and it was only a small remnant of 
murder was in question Catholics | those who were exposed to all the risk 
had sympathy with murder, yet|and danger. He remembered a debate 
Catholics were ordered peremptorily taking place in this House years ago 
to stand aside. He was stating facts| upon the subject of cruelty to animals, 
within his own experience. The panel! when a popular Member of that day, 
contained 200 names, partly city and} Mr. J. A. Blake, said that he had 
partly country jurors; it was a special| only been in the hunting field once, 
jury in Dublin in 1882; at a time when | and on that occasion he went out in the 
murder was in question, the effort was | interests of the fox. He (Mr. Russell) 
made to secure an entirely Protestant | spoke to-night in the interests of the 
jury, and so hard pressed was the Crown | Protestants, who ought not to be asked 
at that time that he had had toservetwice'to run these risks, and make these 
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sacrifices. The Crown had seen the effects, 
which had been the same for the last 
100 years, and would be the same for 
the next 100 years tocome. The Crown 
ought to face the fact, and not go on in 
this hypocritical manner; they ought 
frankly to say in all this class of cases, 
where all the Catholics were cut off from 
the jury-box, that trial by jury must 
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cease. That was his case against jury- 
packing. It was a very great hardship 


for the Protestants of five or six towns 
who had to do the work, they were ruined 
in their business, and made outcasts ; 
if that was so, the Crown had no right 
to ask its citizens to undertake such 
tasks. The Crown said it tried to protect 
them. The Attorney General for Lreland 


said so, and no doubt he tried to 
punish the offenders. 
What did all this arise from? 


It arose trom the same thing which 


ran through every chapter of Irish 
history since the union of the two 


countries ; the Government was not one 
bit nearer the heart of the [rish people. 


They were in the same position as they | 


were when the Union was carried by 
bribery and corruption and intimidation. 
Did not everybody know that this arose. 
as everything else of the kind. from the 
fruitful source of the land trouble in 
Ireland ? Was there a man in the House 
who gave his attention to Irish affairs 
who did not know that not only this 
case but every case of the kind had its 
roots in the Irish land question? Yet 
the Chief Secretary for Ireland would 
do nothing save maintain the law. In 
all these boycotting cases, in all cases 
where rights of citizenship were inter- 
fered with, the Chief Secretary said he 
would maintain the law. The Attorney 
General said he only knew the law of the 
land, and he would maintain it, and both 
were right; but a wise Government 
would go a little beyond that. They 
should look at the case, and seek to get at 
the root of the mischief and pull it up. 
They stood by this fruitful source of 
disorder, misery, crime, and wretched- 
ness, and these things consequently | 
came round in a cycle. It had been the | 
same, day after day, ever since he had | 
known Ireland ; people were convicted | 
and sent to prison ; a press prosecution 
took place, and a paper was suppressed ; 
then there was a period of peace, and | 


Mr. T. W. Russell. 
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| then the thing came round all over again. 
The old story was beginning now ; the 
| Committee was discussing this case now, 
‘and he ‘shrewdly suspected that, before 
the Parliament came to an end (and he did 
‘not know how long it was going to last, 
he sometimes thought it looked precious 
limp and listless), they would be diseuss- 
ing, not this case by itself, but other cages 
of a similar kind, for the simple reason 
that the cause of it all was left to flourish 
in Ireland. To summarise his remarks. 
he would say that he had not a particle 
of sympathy for Mr. M‘Hugh. He believed 
the verdict in that case to have been a 
just and honest one. He was prepared 
to give due weight to the contention of 
the Attorney General about jury-pack- 
ing, but having done that, he could not 
concur in the conclusion that there was 
no such thing as jury-packing in Ireland, 
because he had been packed himself. 


*Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
And I was packed into gaol for for six 
months for saying you were packed. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said that having 
been packed himself and paid the penalty 
in solid cash, he knew what it meant, so 
‘that no right hon. Gentleman need stand 

up and tell him that juries were not 

packed in Ireland. He did not ask that 

‘the Government should not administer 
_ the law ; they were bound to do so while 

it was the law. So long as the law of the 

land remained as it was the House had 
no right to blame the Attorney General 
or the Chief Secretary for enforcing it. 

It was their duty to do so, and very little 

would be thought of them if they failed 

in their duty. But whilst they did that 

they ought not to leave the other thing 

undone. They ought to get at the root 

of the difficulty. The land question was 
‘the cause of all the crime and trouble 
‘which had cursed Ireland for the last 
, three or four centuries. and to maintain 
that system for the sake of a handful of 
men whose power had gone for ever- 
more--—— 


*THe CHAIRMAN : The hon. Member 
is not entitled to discuss the land question 
on this Vote. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said he expected 
to hear that, but probably he had stated 
sufficient to show the Committee what he 
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meant. In conclusion, all he desired to 
say was that, being unable to concur in 
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oo trial could not be expected at the 
| hands of people who belonged to the 


the view that Mr. M‘Hugh was suffering | United Irish League, an organisation 
an injustice, and believing the Attorney | which had been spoken of as being illegal 


General had acted properly, he could not 
vote for the Amendment. 


Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.) con- | 


and as countenancing illegalities. But 
what had produced that organisation ? 
It had been produced because the law 
had refused to protect the people, who 


tended that the Attorney General for | therefore, in self-defence, had been obliged 
Ireland had altogether evaded the point | to set up an organisation to protect them- 


at issue, and had wandered off into a dis- 


cussion of the language of the article | 


written by Mr. M‘Hugh. In _ these} 
matters they were obliged to use the | 
terms ‘‘Protestant’’ and “‘ Catholic,” | 
and he regretted there were not other | 
terms which would more fully express the | 
desired distinction, because, whilst it had 
to be acknowledged that the Protestant 
minority in Ireland were, as a rule, 
bitterly antagonistic to the Catholic 
majority, there were a large number of 
Protestants who were proud to be Irish- 
men, and whom he and his colleagues | 
recognised and valued as Irishmen, — For | 
his own part, if he was put upon his trial | 
for a political offence, he would rather be | 
tried before twelve * Ballykilbegs,”’ if the | 
country could produce them, than before | 
twelve so-called Roman Catholics in | 
Ireland, or in this country, who were 
reeking with prejudice against Lreland 
and those who held the national views. 
The administration of the law was of even 
greater importance than the making of 
the law. Many laws which had been 
passed in a fair spirit had, in consequence 
of their maladministration, become a 
curse instead of a benefit to the country. 
The land laws were an instance in point. 
No doubt the jury system was a safe- 
guard in England, but in Ireland, as ad- 
ministered, it was no safeguard at all, 
because, as a rule, a peasant was tried 
before twelve men who differed from him 
in every possible way. Politics were 
carried to such an acute pitch in Ireland 
that it would be very much fairer for a 
miner in this country, charged with 
offences against a mine-owner, to be 
tried before twelve mine-owners than it 
would be for a peasant in Ireland to be 
tried before twelve landlords or their 
nominees. The Committee had _ wit- 











nessed the strange spectacle of the Attor- 
ney General for England supporting the 
system of jury-packing in Ireland, and 
one of his principal arguments was that a 
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selves, and now the aim and end of the 
Executive was to crush that organisation 
by fair means or foul. In support of his 
statement as to the origin of the League 
he might quote the words of a gentleman 
whose name was very familiar to the 
British public just now. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: I do not think 
that that is relevant to the question under 
discussion. A passing reference is allow- 
able, but I do not think the hon. Member 
would be entitled to go into and explain 
the origin of the United Irish League 


Mr. POWER said he would only 
mention in passing that the gentle 
man to whom he referred was General 
Buller, who had said that the people 
subscribed to these leagues because they 
believed them to be their salvation, and 
that until they were established nothing 
whatever was done for the people. 
His principal object in rising, however, 
was to call attention to a matter which 
had excited some interest in his own 
part of the country, viz., the Tallow 
prosecutions. The village in question 
had been swarming with police for the 
past year to the considerable expense 
of the ratepayers. The defendants were 
tried in the first instance before a bench 
consisting of two paid and two unpaid 
magistrates. The bench were equally 
divided, but the defendants were returned 
for trial. The Attorney General for 
England had stated that in England, 
if the magistrates were equally divided, 
the case would either fall through or 
he re-tried before another bench, but 
in this case the two resident magistrates 
overbore the votes of the two unpaid 
magistrates, and returned the defendants 
for trial. It was all very well to talk to 
Irishmen about having respect for law 
and order. ‘They recognised that every 
country, if it was to be prosperous or 
successful, must have respect for law 
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and order, but in Ireland, as in every 
other country, if the law was to be re- 
spected it must be so administered that 
it was worthy of respect. 
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challenged by the Crown. The jury, 
however, was not exclusively Protestant, 
and owing to the state of the panel, it 
would have been very difficult for it to 
have been so, but it was a jury supposed 
to be very unfavourable to the defendants. 
He desired to join very strongly in the 
protest against this system of jury- 


packing. Irishmen were insulted at 
every court they attended by being 


ordered to stand aside by Government 
officials. merely because they believed 
in a certain creed. Ile hoped that the 
advice given by the hon. Member for 
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In that case | 
no less than forty-three jurors were | 
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henches opposite and suggest, to use an 
old slang phrase, ‘‘ Brother, if I am a 
rogue, you are another.” I admit that 
successive Governments in Ireland haye, 
irom time to time, resorted to this system 
of packing juries. I had the honour of 
acting with the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Montrose Burghs in the 
late Administration, and I can assure the 
House that there was no one more repuge 
nant than he was to this system of jury- 
packing and noone was more anxious 
than he was to stampit out. Accordingly, 
in the month of February, 1894, there was 
issued, under the right hon. Gentleman’s 
directions, a circular enjoining that no 
| Roman Catholie should be set aside on 
}account of his religion. The passage in 
the circular was distinct and clear, for it 


Galway would be acted upon when he | stated— 


said that jurors subjected to this sort 
of thing should have the manhood to 
protest. against it. 
thing of that kind it would have more 
effect in bringing this wretched system, 
which was working untold misery in 
Ireland, to an end; and it was a proof 
of their utter incompetence to govern 
an intelligent country like Ireland. 


*Mr. HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.): 


need hardly say that no one appreciates 


more highly than I do the talents of the | 


right hon. Gentleman opposite, and I] 
should be the last person to suggest, as 
far as he is personally concerned, that 
the responsibility for this particular act 
of challenging Catholies is to he placed 
upon his shoulders alone. The misfor- 
tune is that the jury system in Ireland 
has been, as was once described by a great 
English judge. more or less of a mockery 
anda delusion, because while the common 
law of England and Ireland is supposed 
to be the same, the practice and the 
application of that law is altogether 
different. I think that this debate ts 
certainly of great yalue from this point of 
view, and I trust it will deal a deadly blow 
at the system of jury-packing which has 
prevailed in Ireland far beyond a century 
and a-half. Such a question as this can- 
not be met by the mere fv quoque argu- 
ment which is generally put forward by 
right hon. Gentlemen opposite, who 
whenever they feel in a difficulty under 
the fire of hon. Members below the gang- 
way, at once point their guns at the 


Mr. Power. 


If they did some- | 


“In making inquiries the Crown Solicitor 
| shall not inquire into the religion or politieal 
opinions or the calling of any juror, and no 
| person shall be directed to stand by on account 
| of his religious or political opinion, or of Ins 
| calling.” 

That was done by the right hon. Gentle- 
inan the Member for Montrose with a 
view to correct an which, un- 

_doubtedly, when he went over to Ireland 

| he found existing in that country. — It was 

|true that in England the Crown had 
| power, in cases of felony, to call upon 


abuse 


| jurors to stand aside until the panel was 
run through, but that power was never 
exercised except in extreme cases, and it 
| was a rule more honoured in the breach 
ithan the observance. Ina case of mis- 
| demeanour like that in question, as far 
| as my experience goes it is unheard of that 
‘such a large number as_ twenty-two 
| Catholies should have been set aside by 
the Crown. 

| [am not going into the merits of 
‘the ease of Muffany and Maguire, 
for that case has been decided by the 
tribunal having jurisdiction over it. | 
am addressing the House on the broad 
question and not upon the merits or 
demerits of the case of the hon. Member 
for North Leitrim, who is now suffering 
the penalty for those who wrote an 
article in his paper. In this case an 
outrage and an insult has been perpe- 
trated upon the religion of three-fourths 
of the people of Ireland, and it is con- 
stantly being perpetrated. That system 
cannot lead to any other result but dis- 
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satisfaction and disorder in Ireland. The 
result is such as might be anticipated, for it 
has produced a wantof confidence on the 
part of the vast majority of the people in 
the administration of justice in Ireland. 
In Scotland the Crown has only a right 
to challenge five of the panel, and the 
prisoner has a similar right. I have been 
upon a circuit in Ireland in which there 
have been many trials for murder and 
other offences, and undoubtedly in those 
ordinary cases the practice did exist of 
chalenging jurors, My experience of 
this in Ireland is that the persons chal- 
lenged by the Crown are invariably 
Roman Catholies. Of course, it never is 
admitted that a Catholie is challenged 
because he is a Roman Catholic, but the 
idea has got abroad that there is no con- 
fidence felt in Roman Catholie jurors, and 
those men who are brought from their 
homes at great inconvenience and trouble 
to themselves are sent back from the 
Assizes with the stigma upon them that 
if they get into the Jury-box they will not 
give a true verdict according to the 
evidence. What can be worse than such 
asystem ! Tam sorry that the twentieth 
century in Ireland is being initiated by 
emphasising this great abuse, and em- 
phasising it in a case in which the liberty 
of the Press is more or less aimed at and 
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court as unfit to try a particular case ? 
| think that much that fell from 
the hon. Member for South Tyrone had 
a great deal of force in it. Not only is 
it an insult to the Catholic jurors who 
,are challenged, but it is also an insult 
to the Protestants who are empanelled 
on the jury. How can you ever 
expect to govern Ireland by ordinary 
laws in such circumstances? Make it a 
Crown colony, or set up a sort of military 
Imperialism there, but do not let it go out 
to the world that Ireland enjoyed the 
benefits of freedom of the Press and trial 
by jury, and then when it was reduced 


| to practical application, show that it was 
/not trial by the prisoner’s peers at all, 


but trial by members of the old Protestant 
garrison in Ireland who were supposed 
to be ready to sacrifice their oaths and 


consciences in order to play the British 


game, whatever Government might be 
in power. I know all Governments to 
be more or less open to this imputation, 
but that is no excuse when the time 


i has come as now, if ever it is to come, 


to show to the world that the Irish 
people can be governed on the same 
principles and by the same procedure as 
the people of England, Scotland, and 
Wales. The time has come when either 
this one-sided abuse of English law must 





shaken. In Ireland panels consist of two | be given up, or it must be admitted that 
or three hundred people, and I have! English government in Ireland has 
known cases where sixty or seventy been a total failure, and that the Imperiel 
Catholics have been challenged, not in | Parliament is impotent to carry out 
political cases, but in ordinary murder the Imperial laws in that part of the 
cases, under the idea that being Catholies | United Kingdom, and that the only and 
they would not do their duty. It appears obvious remedy for the prostitution of 
to me that no system reflects more upon | trial by jury and other such abuses in 
the administration of justice than this. | Ireland is to let the Irish people legislate 
lf you trust the jurors who, according | and manage their own affairs. I think 
to law, are entitled to be empanelled|that anyone who looks upon the 
in particular cases. if you confine your! matter historically and philosophically 
objection to men who either from affinity , must say that at all events this abuse of 
or from any particular relation to the the great safeguard of liberty should for 
party accused ought not to serve, then | ever cease. 

the worst that can happen is a disagree- | 

ment, and the prisoner can he tried again. | Mr. 
It is absurd to 


MOORE said that in the 
suppose that if the, month of !November last, at the Con 
Irish are fit to be governed accord-| vention of Nationalists, the chairman 
ing to the laws of the constitution laid the greatest possible stress on the 
of England they are not fit to act as subject of jury packing as being one cf 
jurors, and what is the meaning of going the most important with which they had 
through all these circuitous proceedings? to deal. The hon. Member was nct 
What is the meaning of having farmers | surprised that he did so, because th’s 
summoned to attend the assizes as jurors,| was intimately connected with the 
and then having them turned out of | administration of the law, and he could 


2B2 
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understand the position of hon. Members |on the administration of law and order 
opposite who frankly and openly in this in Ireland, but he had not in any quarter 
House had ever challengedtheadministra- heard any suggestion of an alternative 
tion of the law in Ireland, who had ever scheme, except Home Rule. That was 
honestly and openly endeavoured to in-’ what it amounted to. The Unionist 
terrupt order. He represented 1,000,000 party would not adopt that alternative. 
loyalists in Ireland, whose views had not [An Hon. Member: It might.] His col- 
been heard on this question in the course leagues from Ulster and himself held it to 
of the debate. [Cries of “ Oh.” | He be an impossible line of action. He had 
was perfectly willing to meet his con- not heard from the hon. Member for 
stituents, for he was absolutely sure they South Tyrone any alternative to the 
had every confidence in him. He had proposal of Home Rule made by the 
now been three vears in this House, and Liberal party. He believed it was abso- 
it was a new experience to him to hear lutely the duty of His Majesty's Govern- 
one who has returned as a Unionist ment to protect jurors as much as the 
Member going behind the backs of his! judge. A juror was often an ordinary 
colleagues, and who still traded on his) farmer, and it was absolutely right that 
Unionism when he went into their con-; when he went to his home he should 
stituencies. have protection. He had not heard that 
anywhere protection had been withheld, 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: Task whether | and it was because it had not been with- 
the hon. and learned Member has any, held, he took it, that the Attorney 
right to say that | go into Ulster and General had now been attacked. He 
trade on my Unionism ! protested against retrying cases in this 
House. In regard to the case of Mr. 

*THr CHAIRMAN: I do not see any-) M‘Hugh, eould any ordinary man in his 


thing out of order in the expression, senses come to any other conclusion than 
‘that the words complained of exceeded 

Me. T. W. RUSSELL: I do not | the limits of fair comment ? He had not 
mind. ‘the honour of being on intimate terms 


with all the Irish Members, but of those 
Mr. MOORE said he had never before | that he did know, he hoped they would 
heard an Irish Unionist Member tell the | not think it presumption on his part to 
House that the Union was obtained by | say that he regarded them as honourable 
bribery and corruption. He had never | men as himself. 
before heard an Ulster Member tell the 
House that a Galway murderer could | AN Hon. MeMBER ON THE IRISH 
not get a fair trial in Belfast. These | Bencues: They are awfully obliged 
attacks were made—he wished to say 
nothing personal or unnecessarily offen-| Mr. MOORE said that if hon. Members 
sive—by a speaker who could not exist _ opposite, honourable as they all were, 
without applause, and the only applause | came to the conclusion that the verdict 
he could get was from hon. Members | in the M‘Hugh case was absolutely 
opposite. It was not solong ago that the | erroneous, how much more would it 
Member for East Mayo,speaking in Ulster, | be the case with men animated with 
told an appreciative audience in the/enthusiasm and patriotism that they 
county Tyrone that the hon. Member |eould not come to a conclusion which 
for South Tyrone was doing the work | was just, fair and sensible? Where 
which he and hon. Members opposite had | they had these feelings prevailing, they 
ever done, and doing it on parallel lines. | could not have a fair trial. He, how- 
The hon. Member believed that to be | ever, did not say that in all these cases 
true, but that night the parallel lines | of intimidation there was a mistaken 
had nearly met. He left the matter to | view of the oath and a fiery patriotism 
the sense of the House and those who | —that would not be a liberal view to 
heard the speech, and to the constituents | take—but for all these reasons it seemed 
of South Tyrone who returned the hon. | to him! that, unless care was taken to 
Member by a majority of ninety to sup-| secure an unprejudiced jury, the present 
port the Union. He had heard attacks | system, which had been worked and 


Mr. Moore. ' 
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approved of by the Irish Liberal party, 
should, in his opinion, still be continued. 
He would oppose any reduction in the 
salary of the Attorney General for 
Ireland. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said that after 
what he thought was the perfectly 
unprovoked attack of the hon. and 
learned Gentleman the Member for 
North Antrim he might be allowed 
a word or two of explanation. He cared 
little what the hon. and learned Gentle- 
man thought of his Unionism. He 
had fought and worked for the Union 


when the hon. and learned Gentleman , 


was in petticoats, and he thought that 
a considerable number of hon. Members 
on that side of the House who had 


known his character and career for 
sixteen years could vouch for his 
Unionism. The hon. and learned Gentle- 


man stated that it was the first time 
that he had ever heard a loyal Unionist 
Member say that the Legislative Union 
between Great Britain and Ireland had 
leen carried by bribery, corruption, and 
intimidation. It might be the 
time the hon. and learned Member had 
ever heard of it, but his authority for 
it was the very distinguished Unionist 
Member, the representative of Trinity 
College. If the hon. and learned Gentle- 
man would take the trouble to read 
Mr. Lecky’s ‘‘ History of the Eighteenth 
Century "—he thought it was in the 
eighth volume—he would find a clear, 
distinct statement that the Union was 
carried with every circumstance of 
moral turpitude. The Member for 
Trinity College was a distinguished 
Unionist, but he knew the history of 
his country; and that was the first 
time that he had ever heard any man 
who pretended that he had read the 
history of his country challenge such 
an assertion. Having made that simple 
explanation, he would dismiss the hon. 
and learned Gentleman with the state- 
ment that it would become him a good 
deal better to keep his pledges to his 
constituents than to challenge such a 
well-known historical fact. 


*MR. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.) said he 
wished to address himself to the case of 
his colleague in the representation of 
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Leitrim, Mr. M‘Hugh. The Attorney 
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|General for Ireland stated that Mr. 
M‘Hugh would not have been prose- 
cuted if he had only criticised the 
Government. He thought, however, 
|that there was something more than 
‘that in the two vindictive prosecutions 
of Mr. M‘'Hugh. He thought he could 
trace the origin of the two prosecutions 
in the Amendment submitted by the 
noble Lord the Member for Greenwich 
after the scene that occurred in the 
House. They knew that after that 
scene there was a dead set made against 
| Mr. M‘Hugh, and it was because of that 
that the prosecutions had been pressed 
so vindictively. Did not the noble 
Lord the Member for Greenwich express 
the wish that Mr. M‘Hugh and his 
colleagues in the scene should be locked 
up for the rest of the session ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: The case termi 
nated on the %th February. and on 
the 11th February I stated that we 
were to go on with a second trial. That 
was long before the scene occurred Im 
the House. 


*Mr. TULLY said he knew a state- 
ment was made that the case would 
be dropped on easy conditions, and it 
was only after the scene that Mr. M'Hugh 
was exposed to the vengeance indi- 
cated in the Amendment of the 
noble Lord. And now that the Govern- 
ment had Mr. M‘Hugh under lock and 
key, they were pressing him with the 
same spirit of vindictiveness. In the 
inatter of his position as a newspaper 
proprietor and editor he was being 
treated in an altogether different fashion 
from the way other Irish journalists were 
treated in the same circumstances. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: That cannot arise 


on this Vote, but on the Prisons Vote. 


*Mr. TULLY said he bowed to the 
Chairman’s ruling, and would not press 
the point. He wished to ask the Com- 
mittee, What was Mr. M‘Hugh in 
prison for? What was it he protested 
against ? He protested against the ex- 
clusion of Catholics from the jury panel 
in Sligo, Mr. M‘Hugh was tried in 
Dublin. If the Lord Chief Justice 


O’Brien had been a juror in Sligo he 
would not 


have been allowed on the 
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jury because he was a Catholic, and|tenced to thirty-five years penal servi- 
if he had been on the panel in Dublin tude and seven whippings. 


he would not have been allow ed on the Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast 
jury because his name was O’Brien. S): H ee Gentian 
But although, because of his ancient |5-): How does the hon. Gentleman 
= a - nar in Sie, | know that the jury was composed of 
faith, he could not be a juror in Sligo, | *" La j 

and could not be a juror in Dublin| ‘Weve Urangemen 

because of his ancient Irish name, yet) *Mr. TULLY said that the question 
because he was a barrister useful to that went to the jury was, “ Was he the 
Dublin Castle he could sit on the bench | editor of the newspaper ?’’ Why, he had 
as the Lord Chief Justice of Ireland. In| admitted in writing that he was the 
Mr. M‘Hugh’s first trial in Dublin there | editor. The jury knew the penalties 
was only a small panel of forty-eight} that could be inflicted, and the Crown 
names, and the Crown exhausted all} could not get even these twelve Orange- 
their challenges and some of the jurors} men to agree. The result was that he 
were absent, and they had to come | escaped, but that was no fault of the 
back to one of the jurors whom they | Crown. In these cases the jury was con- 
had ordered to stand by, and because | tinually rigged. Under Lord O’Hagan’s 
that juror was brought back there was} Act the juries had to be selected arbi- 
| trarily until the panel was exhausted. 





a disagreement of the jury. What was | 
the origin of the stand by ! Originally, | People whose names began with an O or 
when men were brought to trial, the|a Mac were of the Celtic race, and with 
Crown could put any twelve men they | gentlemen of the Protestant persuasion 
liked on the jury, but Parliament passed | their names generally began with a V or 
a law that no man could be put off ala W ora Y. so that but for the accidents 
jury except for cause shown. Then the of the alphabet he would have been con- 
judges decided that the cause should not | yicted. It was discovered that the sheriff 
be shown until the panel Was exhausted. was acting illegally, and that he should 
That was got over by increasing the panel. | have exhausted the panel in the ordi- 
In this case in Dublin the panel was! nary way, and then it was found how 
so small originally that they exahusted| jt was that there were always Pre- 
their rights. and it was because they | testant juries in Sligo. He ‘remen- 
could not show cause why this juror} bered that one of the first convie- 
should not be on the jury that he was! tions in Sligo in the Land League days 
put back. In Sligo they made no mis- was that of a man named Kilmarton. 








takes like that. At the second trial they 
selected a panel of forty-eight from the list 
of their Rathmines pensioners. There 
was not a single Catholic on it, and they 
were able to get the verdict the Attorney 
General required. He knew himself, 
from his own experience, how this jury 
packing was done in the county of 
Sligo. He had been tried in Sligo under 
the Whiteboys Act, and was liable to 
a penalty of thirty-five years penal 
servitude and seven whippings. And 
what was the offence for which he was 
tried? It was because as editor of a 
certain newspaper he had _ published 
in that newspaper a report of a public 
meeting of a League branch without 
any comment. That was held to be 
an offence under the Whiteboy Act, 
and he was tried by twelve Orangemen 
in Sligo, and, as he had said, if he had 
been convicted he would have, accor- 
ding to the Whiteboys Act, been sen- 


Mr. Tully. 


He was sentenced to twenty years penal 
servitude, and after he had been a few 
years in gaol it was discovered by the 


‘confession of the culprit that he was 
linnocent. That state of affairs con- 
| tinued. 
|davit made by an unfortunate man 


He held in his hand an att- 


named Denis MecGoohan, of  Ballina- 
more, who was arrested in Leitrim on 
a charge of maiming cattle. He was 
tried at the Sligo winter assizes, and 
the only evidence against him was that 
of a Sergeant Sheridan. He was con- 
victed on evidence which would not hang 
a dog, and was sentenced to two years 
imprisonment. On his release he made 
an affidavit that he was innocent of the 
crime, and afterwards it happened that 
Sergeant Sheridan was dismissed from 
the police force. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: There is_ no 


foundation for the statement of the hen. 
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Member. 


a charge of which on investigation he 
was found to be innocent, and he was 
restored to his position. 


*Mr. TULLY said his information -was 
that Sergeant Sheridan was dismissed 
for putting threatening notices in a 
man’s pocket in Clare. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes. I am en- 


tirely mistaken, and | apologise. 


*Mr. TULLY said if he had not this 
evidence in his hands now, he would 
be put down as having stated what he 
could not justify. That was the way 
unfortunate people were convicted with- 
out getting a proper opportunity of 
defending themselves, and that was the 
state of things his friend and colleague, | 
Pat M*‘Hugh, protested against. He 
hoped Lreland would always produce a | 
sufficient number of Pat M‘Hughs, 
who would take every risk in letting | 
in the light of public opinion on 
Dublin Castle rule in Ireland. Catho- 
lic jurors were brought time after time | 
to the Sligo winter assizes, oftentimes for 
weeks, only to be ordered to stand aside, 
and the only men put into the jury box 
were a few bigoted, intolerant Orange- 
men. Lf Catholics were not to be allowed 
toserve on juries, why insist on summon- 
ing them? The Government should 
do as they did in the case of Mr. M* Hugh, 
and only summon a panel consisting of 
Rathmines pensioners, who could be | 
relied on to do the trick without trouble. 
He had heard the Attorney General, with 
that legal ability which they all admired, 
endeavouring to defend that case, but he | 
had to scavenge through the literature | 
of the last twenty years for arguments. 
He had often listened to criticisms on | 
the manner of administering justice in | 
France, but they would have to go back | 
to the days of the French Revolution to | 
find the prototype of the right hon. | 
Gentleman. They had heard two hon. 
Gentlemen from Ulster attacking each 
other to-night in their eagerness to defend 
this system. The Irish Members had 
been accused of quarrelling among them- 
selves, but that spirit had now travelled 
to the other side of the House, where the 
Ulster Members were indulging in 





| 


| 
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Sergeant Sheridan was sus-|family feuds which were notoriously 
pended for a fortnight or three weeks on | bitter. 
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They had heard the hon. Member 
for North Antrim defend the system of 
jury-packing in Ireland, but they had 
also heard the hon. Member for South 
Tyrone admit with great frankness that 
he himself was on hanging juries at the 
time of the Phoenix Park murders. The 
assumption of hon. Members from Ulster 
was that Catholics could not be depended 
on to try any case which involved a 
political question. He had seen a Catho- 
lic landlord ordered to stand by while his 
tenant, an ignorant Orangeman, was put 
on a jury. It was the favourite theory 
of Irish Protestants of the type of the 
Ulster gentlemen that every Irish Protes- 
tant was not only socially, but intellec- 
tually, the superior of every Irish 
Catholic. It was that theory they saw 
carried out in this jury-packing, and it 
was to protest against that infamous 
theory that his hon. friend rose in revolt, 
and was now in prison, and he hoped 
that Ireland would always produce Pat 
M‘Hughs to raise their voices in manly 
protest against it. 


*Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, 
Ossory): said he wished to give his 
experience of jury-packing in Queen's 
County. In 1889, as the Leader of the 
House might remember, Queen's County 
had a very unfavourable reputation as 
a convicting county. The Gweedore 
prisoners were brought there to be tried, 
and every Catholic juror, including him- 
self, was ordered to stand aside, the 
Crown Prosecutor having a list of jurors 
on which the name of every Catholic was 
marked. He wished particularly to 
refer to the case of two Kerry prisoners 
who were brought to Queen’s County to 
be tried for murder. ‘Twenty-seven 
Catholic jurors were ordered to stand 
aside, and an exclusively Protestant jury 
were sworn. It so happened that there 
was one Englishman on that jury—Mr. 
Herbert Smellie—and to his credit be it 
said, when the trial was about to com- 
mence he said to the judge, “ My 
lord, I object to trying men for their 
lives on a packed jury.” That acted 
as a bombshell exploded in court, 
and the judge did not know what to do. 
He adjourned the court, and consulted 
| with a brother judge, and afterwards the 
trial proceeded, one man being’convicted. 


i 
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If Protestant jurors had the courage of 
that honest Englishman to protest there 
would soon be an end to jury-packing in 
Ireland. The Attorney General, reply- 
ing to an interrogation of the hon. 
Member for Waterford the other evening, 
said that he only knew one case in the 
history of the criminal law of England in 
which jurors were ordered to stand aside, 
and his recollection was so hazy that he 
could give neither place nor date for it. 
How many thousand cases were there in 
Ireland ? They were told that the law was 
the same in both countries, but it was the 
administration of the law that was at 
fault in Ireland. If the right hon. the 
Chief Secretary and his colleague the 
Attorney General had a free hand in Ire- 
land, none of their liberties would be 


safe. Above all, none of the liberties 
of the peasants of Ireland would 
be safe. Therefore they were bound 


to protest against the system. They 
would not be doing their duty to 
themselves, or to the people of Ireland, 
aye, and to the people of this country, if 
they did not protest and endeavour to 
put this system down by every means in 
their power. He had been very much 
struck by a remark made by the hon. 
Members for Galway and Leitrim. They 
in Queen’s County had taken up that 
suggestion long ago. There they were 
brought away from their avocations at 
considerable personal loss only to be in- 
sulted in the court. So the Catholic jurors 
consulted together what they should do, 
and the conclusion they came to was to 
make a public protest in court. He 
himself had told Mr. Justice Gibson that 
he would protest until he was removed 
from the jury-box. Four or five of his 
fellow-jurors followed the same course, 
and they were fined £25 each. But from 
that day to this Crown cases never came 
into Queen’s County. He would point 
that out to the other counties in Treland. 
He protested against the gross injustice 
that had been done to his hon. friend 
Mr. M‘Hugh, and begged to support the 
reduction of the Vote proposed by his 
honourable friend the Member for Scot- 
land Division of Liverpool. 


{COMMONS} 
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of Mr. M‘Hugh, and he could not help 
feeling a sense of profound dissatisfaction 
with what had taken place. He was 
quite aware of the difficulties of the Irish 
'Government, and of the desire to be 
perfectly fair which characterised the 
right hon. the Attorney General for 
Ireland in the discharge of his duties, 
And no one who heard the way in which 
the right hon. the Chief Secretary ex- 
plained, in the course of an interpellation, 
the mistake that had been made in 
regard to Sergeant Sheridan, could 
‘but feel that he desired to do right 
within the limits allowed him. But it 
was just these limits that gave him a 
feeling of hopelessness as to the position 
the Government had assumed. The 
question he would address to the Govern- 
ment, with a strong sense of its solemnity, 
was, “What good did these prosecutions 
do?’ He quite felt the extreme difficulty 
in which the Government were placed. 
|He quite agreed that, with political 
‘feeling at the height it was, it was 
almost impossible to get a conviction. 
But was not the evil greater than what 
it was brought to bear upon? Was it 
{not better to put up with that than to 
| produce a sense of injustice on the part 
of four-fifths of the people of Lreland, 
and which brought them no further to the 
condition of things to which they desired 
to get? He had not the slightest hesita- 
tion in saying that in the state of divided 
political feeling in Ireland the jury 
system had broken down, and that they 
must try to govern Ireland on some 
different svstem. Ee that this 
was not the occasion to torch on such 
a question as Homie Rule. It seemed 
that the majority in this House had 
made up their minds that they could not 
apply to Ireland that remedy. On the 
other hand, when they had the enormous 
majority of the representatives of Treland 
taking one view, was it not time, sitting 
here in Westminster, to try to rule 
affairs in Treland a little more in the 
sense of the majority than they had 
done? Now, if they took that course 
would they embark on these prosecutions! 
What good couldtheydo? They had pro- 
secuted the hon. Member for North Leitrim 


knew 





Mr. HALDANE (Haddingtonshire) 
said that many people on this side of St. 
George's Channel had followed with 
close interest the proceedings in the case 


Mr, Delany. 


to a conviction, but were they any the 
better for that? They had brought 
about a keen sense of injustice on the 
part of the great majority of the people 
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whom they were concerned to rule in 
Ireland. With what gain had they 
done that? Did it make any chance 
of getting a conviction after this? If 
they were to carry the system further 
and further they would be face to face 
with a complete breakdown of the jury 
system. 
He had watched the process go on 
step by step, and he had never seen 
the remedy of coercion do any good. 
He had only seen the Nationalist feeling 
getting more and more acute. He had 
listened to the speech of the right hon. 
the Attorney General for Ireland with 
a keen sense of sympathy, and he quite 
agreed with him that with an ordinary 
jury it was not possible to get a con- 
viction in the sense he desired. And 
why! It was because the root of the 
evil lay deeper down. They must have 
regard to what was the root of the 
whole matter, and that was the divisions 
in Ireland—the vast majority of one way 
of thinking, and the small minority of 
another way of thinking, as to the 
system and the spirit in which the affairs 
of Ireland should be administered. He 
believed that the right hon. Gentleman 
was cabined, cribbed, and confined in 
this matter, but surely in this House 
they could pay some regard to what was 
the rooted conviction of the majority of 
the people with whom we have to do. 
Again he asked, what good did these 
prosecutions do? The Government were 
bound to stand by their Attorney 
(ieneral, and must support him in the 
opposition to the reduction of his salary. 
He believed that the Attorney General 
had been only trying to carry out his 
duty in accordance with the instructions 
he had received. But the question was 
whether any such instructions ought 
to have been given to the Attorney 
General. Was it not better to put up 
with the evil which resulted from such 
speeches and articles than to provoke 
the kind of controversy which had been 
evoked that evening? The hon. Mem- 
ber for South Tyrone had told them 
that they would do no good in Ireland 
from that kind of action. He felt the 
difficulty in which the Government were 
Placed, but that difficulty arose because 
they were pursuing a course which it 
was impossible to pursue with success. , 
He would support the hon, Gentleman 
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who moved the resolution, not on the 
' ground of an attack on the Attorney 
' General or the right hon. the Chief Secre- 
tary, but because he held that the policy 
of these prosecutions was a wholly im- 
possible policy. The least evil they could 
face was to pass by these speeches and 
articles unnoticed, because they were 
the outcome of a deeper evil beyond the 
surface. He had made his point because 
it lay at the bottom of the convictions 
of a large number of Members in the 
House, and of people in the country, who 
still felt that the root of the matter lay 
deeper than this Parliament would 
acknowlelge and cure. 


Service Estimates. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I confess to the 
hon. Members of the Committee that | 
have been in great doubt this evening 
as to whether there was any occasion 
for me to rise at all. My right hon. friend 
was asked to give this day under the 
Supply rule in order that the salary of 
the Attorney General might be discussed 
in respect of the prosecution and convic- 
tion of the hon. Member for North 
Leitrim. But how many speeches have 
been addressed to that proseeution ? 
Only two, as far as | know—that of the 
Attorney General, who disposed of it, and 
that of the hon. Member for South 
Tyrone, who began his speech by saying 


'that the offence committeed was odious 


and that the verdict was just. But we 
have left that case far out of sight except 
incidentally, and from digressions about 
the police, and every official and institu- 
tion in Ireland, we have come round 
inevitably to the nebulous attitude of my 
hon. and learned friend who has just 
spoken, who expressed the wish, enter- 
tained, of course, by everybody, that 
greater harmony should prevail in 
Ireland. We had a speech of somewhat 
the same kind from the-hon. Member for 
South Longford, who had been a distin- 
guished politician in » colony which 
included a number of loyal Catholic 
subjects of the Empire. By what means 
were all people in Ireland to be brought 
into harmony ? How was the change 
to be effected ? [An Hon. MEMBER on the 
Irish Benches: Home Rule.] Home 
Rule! But the hon. Member did not 
state that. When the hon. Member 


for South Tyrone came to the same 
point he suggested two remedies. 


In the 
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first place, he suggested suspension of 
trial by jury. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL explained that 
what he had said was that in all 
political and agrarian cases. where 
apparently Catholics were not to be 
trusted, the odium should not be put 
upon Protestant jurymen to find a 
verdict, but that trial by jury should be 
suspended in such cases. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member 
suggests the suspension of trial by jury 
in such cases. How many such cases are 
there? We have had one before us 
this evening, upon which the hon. Mem- 
ber and the Attorney General for Ireland 
are in agreement that substantial justice 
has been done. 
to the Committee, in order that they may 
understand that this is a more serious 
matter than might at first be supposed. 
I refer to a case which occurred not many 
months ago, when a man named Timothy 
Cadogan was convicted of murder. 
There had been a disagreement in that 
case in the summer, and the man was 
triedagain. The Crown—and I defended 
their action here—set aside sixty men 
from the jury panel, and the prisoner’s 
counsel set aside eighteen men, four of 
whom were Catholics. Eventually the 
jury was composed of six Protestants and 
six Catholics. Timothy Cadogan was 


But let me put a case | 


convicted, and nobody has a shadow of , 


doubt that he was guilty of a very savage 
and unprovoked murder. If those sixty 
men had not been set aside he would have 
been acquitted. [Nationalist interrup- 
tion, and cries of ** How do you know ? *} 
That is my opinion. [Further Nationa- 
list interruption. ] 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: 
no right to say that. 


An Hon. Memper: You are not 
omniscient, even though you are Chief 
Secretary. 


and I base it in part upon remarks 
which have fallen trom a good many 
speakers in the course of the debate 
to-night, and I base it also in part upon 
articles which appeared in newspapers 
immediately before the second trial 
declaring that the first jury had been 


You have | 


_work men’s minds up to fury 
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| to know what course they should follow. 


What is the duty of an executive govern- 
ment face to face with such a condition of 
things ? 


An Hon. MemBErR : To take themselves 
out of Ireland. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: That is one solu- 


tion. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Then adopt 
it. We are sick of the present condition 
of things. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member 
for South Longford, who made a con- 
stitutional speech and appealed to our 
love of liberty, declared that twelve 
men in the jury box in the early 
part of the last century had, by refus- 
ing to convict, been the means of 
altering the law with regard to forgery, 
sheep-stealing, and so forth. In a sense 
that was so, but what they altered was the 
penalty, not the law. IL do not believe 


that in this country, or in Ireland if 


Ireland had a Government of her own, 
any Government which — respected 
itself would alter the law—a law which 
gives redress for injury—mereley because 
jurors, misguided, and whose feelings 
had been worked upon, declined to do 
their duty. Every Government. so long 
as it is a Government, is bound to give 
to men who do not break the law. or even 
who do break the law if they are injured 
by illegal practices, the protection which 
the law affords. The hour is too late 
for me to reply to all the arguments 
which have been put forward, but 
assuming that all that hon. Gentlemen 
opposite have urged is true, assuming 
that the Union was a great mistake—I am 
using hypothetical arguments—assuming 
that the land system in Ireland is in 
such an unsatisfactory condition as to 
-] do not 


believe that that is true, although I do 
Mr. WYNDHAM: That is my opinion, 


packed and that the seeond jury ought | 


Mr. Wyndhain. 


believe that the present position is un- 
satisfactory—assuming all that, can any 
reasonable man hope that you will 
either alter the tenure of land in Ireland 
or persuade the British Members of this 
House, who are the successors in title 
to one of the two free Houses of Commons 
which made the Union a hundred years 
ago—— 
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An Hoy. Member: Then you have aj by those motives. Is it true, or is it 


precious inheritance. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: [ believe { am 
arguing fairly. [“ No.”] At any rate, 
J am arguing within very short limits of 
time, and in the face of interruptions 
which I do not think are at all called for. 
J put it to the Committee whether any 
Government which respects itself is to 
abandon its duty of protecting men in 
the enjoyment of rights given to them 
under every civilised code, because an 
attempt is being made to change the 
land system or to change the constitution 
upon lines which are purposeless and 
hopeless. ‘The hon. Member who opened 
the debate spoke of the man protecting 
his potato patch. That is not the source 
of most of these troubles. One source 
of these troubles is, perhaps, an attempt 
to prevent men putting their cattle upon 
large grazing farms. But if you adopt 
illegal methods to compass that object, 


false? That is the rhetorical question 
addressed to the Committee by the hon. 
Member for the Scotland Division. You 
have heard the words of Lord Spencer. 
| They represent his experience, and they 
represent the experience of every man 
‘connected with Irish Government. 
| British statesmen believe that the future 
of this Empire has gifts in store for Ire- 
| land, as for men of every race and of every 
jae within the Empire, and in that 
| confidence we are not going to imperil 
i the future by striking at all that makes 
|the present tolerable for those who are 
| responsible for the proper government 
| of Ireland, and for those who look for 
protection to the Government in Ireland. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) thought it would be unfortu- 
nate if the debate was confined to Lrish 
Members, as this was certainly a matter 
affecting the whole of the Kingdom. 


and then proceed to try to secure the | The Chief Secretary had used exactly 


acquittal of the men accused, what steps | 
are you taking towards bringing that 
farm into the market? Everybody who 
observes the practices adopted in connee- 


the same arguments as were always used 
when Irish questions were discussed, 
and he had treated the jury question as 
if it was a matter dealing with a special 
emergency, whereas the system of jury- 





tion with the land agitation in Ireland 
knows that they are paralysing the 
efforts of every man in this House who | 
might be willing to amend the land laws. | 
Everybody knows that the formation of 
combinations which become illegal, and 
the attempts to over-awe juries, and so 
forth, do. nothing to remedy the present 
state of affairs in Ireland. The only 
result is to paralyse the efforts of all 
those who would be willing to assist in 
finding a remedy. An attack has been 
made to-night upon the Executive 
Government—I suppose upon myself 
and all my predecessors. An attempt | 
is made to saddle all Irish Chief Secre- 
taries with a part which they do not 
espouse—a part in an imaginary duel 
between England and Ireland, or with a 
part in an even more fictitious duel 
between one part of Ireland and another | 
part of Ireland, or between Protestants | 
and Catholics. Those dissensions are 
alien from the minds and thoughts of all 
British Unionists and British Imperial- 
ists. We repudiate the suggestion that 
we are actuated by such motives. I say 
to-night that I am satisfied that the Law 
Officers of the Crown are not actuated | 





packing had obtained in Ireland for a 
great number of years. The fact of the 
matter was, the Chief Secretary had 


-evaded the real point of the matter. A 
system of law obtained in Ireland which 


could be administered only by excluding 
from the jury-box the majority of the 
population of the country. What would 
be said if in this country the system of 
law was such that before it could be 
| administered it was necessary to exclude 
every Protestant from the jury-box ? 
Or supposing that in Cape Colony there 
was a Dutch Government, and English- 
men were tried before a jury composed 
exclusively of members of the Dutch 
Reformed Church, Englishmen being 
excluded from the box—what would be 
said about that? Yet that was exactly 
what occurred in Ireland. He did not 
desire to make any attack on the Pro- 
testants of Ireland, but it would not be 
fair to judge the Protestants of England 
by the Protestants of Ireland. He did 
not say that there was no intolerance or 
bigotry even in this country, but, after 
all, there was the tolerance which came 
from a sense of easy predominance »nd 
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ascendency. But in Ireland Protestants | side put the case well when he said that 
were in a minority, and in any country | there was no alternative but Home Rule, 
a constant minority in conflict with the 

majority upon religious and racial ques-; Question put. 

tions became naturally embittered. This | 

system had gone on for years, and the! The Committee divided :—Ayes, 105; 


hon. and learned Member on the other | 


Abraham, William(Cork,N. k. 
Allen, Chas. P.(Glouc.,Stroud 
Ambrose, Robert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Carvill, PatrickGeo. Hamilton 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, Wiiliam Randal 
Catlinan, J. 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Doulas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duffy, William J. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 

Emmott, Alfred 

Farrell, James Patrick 

F french, Peter 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, — Christopher 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gilhooly, ; James 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot,Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balfour,Rt.Hon. A..J.(Maneh’r 
Balfour, RtHnGerald W (Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn.Sir.MH(Bristol) 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

3oscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Sousfield, William Robert 
srassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Bull, W illiam James 


Mr. Lloyd-George. 


Noes, 173. 


AYES. 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn HerbertJohn 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hammond, John 

Hardie, J. K.(MerthyrTydvil) 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Hayne ,Rt. Hon. CharlesSeale- 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. 
Hmuphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Labouchere, Henry 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Loyd-George, David 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Cann, James 

M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T. 

Mineh, Matthew 

Mooney, John J. 

Moss, Samuel 

Mur naghan, George 

Murphy, J 

Nolan,Col. JohnP.(Galway,N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, James I, X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid) 


NOES, 

Butcher, John George 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbysh.) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord’ Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,J Austen (Worc’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohnCharles Ready 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 


| Corbett,A.Cameron (Glasgow) 
, Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) | 
' Cranborne, Viscount 


| Dimsdale,S 


Cross, Herb. Shepherd( Bolton) 
Cust, Henry John C 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 

ir JosephCocktield 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 


South) | 


(Division List No. 168.) 


O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, X) 
O’ Connor, James( Wicklow, W ‘ 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Doherty, William 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Kelly,James(Roscommon,N 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 

O’Shee, James John 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 

tedmond, John E.( Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid. SirR.Threshin( Dumfries) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Roche, John 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, F. Freeman- (Hastings 
Thompson, E.C.(Monaghan, N, 
Trevelyan, Charles P hilips 
Tully, Jasper 

Ure, Alexander 

White, Luke (York, E. Rf.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 





| 
| 


Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 

Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 

TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Fellowes,Hn. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, RtHnSirJ(Manch'r 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robt. Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, HonEdward Algernon 
Flower, Ernest 
Garfit, William 

Gordon, ve JE(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, . J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gordon, MajE vans-(T’rHmlets 
Gore. Hon. F. 8. Ormsby- 
Gorst,Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, WalfordD( Wednesbury 
Greene, HenryD. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond- (Cambs. 
Gretton, John 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG(Mid’x 
Hamilton, Marqof(L? nd’nderry 


' Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert Wm. 








713 


Hard 
Harr 
Hasl 
Heat 
Held 
Hern 
Hope 
How: 
Hutt 
Jeffr 
Jesse 
John 
John 
Ken} 
Kesv 
Kno 
Law: 
Lees 
Leig 
Leve 
Lon; 
Lon: 
Lon: 
Low 
Loy 
Lue 
Lue: 
Lyt 
Mac 
M‘' 
MM‘ 
M‘C 
M‘l 
Ma 
Ma 








712 


that 
2ule, 


ord) 
) 
ries) 


n) 
hs.) 


ings 
iN. 


rth) 
ast) 


s— 


and 


vin 
ard 
h’r 


on 


mn) 
ets 
on 
ry 
y) 


8. 





713 Supply—Civil 


Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Heath, ArthurHoward( Hanley 
Helder, Augustus 

Hermon- Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Hope,J. I. (Sheti’ld, Brightside 
Howard, John (Kent, Faversh. 
Hutton, John (York, N.R.) 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merten | 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon, James (Lancs., Bury) | 
Keswick, William 

Knowles, Lees 

Lawson, John Grant 

Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry * ‘urrie 
Leveson- Gower, Fred. N. S. 
Long, Col. Chas. W. ‘Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, S.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowther, C. (Cumb.,Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lucas, Reginald.J.(Portsmouth | 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont,Col. H. L. B(Cambs 
M‘Calmont,Col,J.(Antrim,E.) | 
M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W.) 
Majendie, James A. 

Malcolm, lan 


Original Question again proposed. 


Mr. DILLON pointed out that there 
were many other questions of impor- 


tance—— 


THe FIRST LORD or 
SURY (Mr. A. J 
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Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Middlemore,JohnThrogmorn 
Milton, Viscount 

Milward, Colonel Victor 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy | 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) | 
More, Robt. Jas. (Shropshire) | 


| Morgan,Hn. Fred(Monnrthsh. | 


Morrison, James Archibald 


| Morton, ArthurH. A.(Dey tford | 


Arthur 
A. G. (Bute) 


Mount, William 
Murray,'!Rt. Hn. 


| Murray,Charles J. (Coventry) 
| Nicholson, William Graham 


Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Pemberton, Jolin 8. G. 

Penn, John 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John 8. 

Rankin, Sir James 

tasch, Major Frederic Carne 
tenshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
titehie, Rt. Hon. Chas. T. 


| order,” and 
First Lord 


Service Estimates. 


| was your duty to 

left the Chair 
of the 
closure was not moved on the interrup- 
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Robertson, Herbert (Hackney 
folleston, Sir John F. L. 
Round, James 
Royds, a om Molyneux 
Russell, 'T. W. 
-<cesgen de John 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, Hon. W.F “D (Strand) 
Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt,.Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(OxfdUni. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Valentia, Vicount 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Wason,.JohnCatehart(Orkney) 
Webb, Col. William George 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton. u.-Lyne) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A.Stanley( York, E. R.) 
Wilson-Todd, Wim. H.( Yorks. ) 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES—Nir 
William Walrond and Mr. 
Anstruther. 


have ealled ‘‘ Order, 
hefore the 


Treasury rose, The 


tion of public business, but after I had 
‘taken exception to the procedure of 


business, 


tmHeE TREA- 
Manchester, 


E.): I beg to move that the Question be 


now put. [Cries of 


oh!’ 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 


And only one item diseussed ! 


” Gag,” 


and “ Oh, 


*THe CHAIRMAN : 


and had addressed to you two 
or three sentences. 


If the hon. Member 


went on addressing me he was disorderly, 


beeause [ was standing in my place 
the rule of the 


» and 
House is that, when the 





Mr. SWIFT MAcNEILL = (speaking 
seated, and covered): Ona point of order, 
Sir, | beg to call your attention to the fact 
that the First Lord moved the closure 
at ten minutes past twelve o'clock. 
That is a contravention of the Twelve 


o'clock Rule. 
*THe CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 


is mistaken. The closure can be moved 
on the interruption of public business. 


Mr. DILLON (who also spoke seated, 
and covered): I beg to draw your attention 
to the fact that I had addressed two or | 
three sentences to you, 


Sir, and that it 


Speaker or the Chairman rises, an hon. 
Member ought to sit down. [interrupted 
the business by calling ‘“ Order, order,” 
and at that moment the First Lord of the 
Treasury moved the closure. 


Mr. DILLON: On a point of order. 
You put the question and I immediately 
addressed you. It was perfectly orderly, 
because if I had not stood up and ad- 
dressed you, you could have put the ques- 


tion and would have put the question. 


If I had waited until you sat down I 
should have lost my right to speak, and 
you. had not called ‘‘ Order, order,” 
before [ addressed you. After I had 
addressed to you a few words of protest 


. 
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against the vote being taken to-night, . and that of course delayed the Question 


the First Lord of the Treasury moved 


the closure. 


*THeE CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 


continued on his legs and speaking 


being put. 


The Question is, That the 


Question be now put. 


be now put.” 


while I was endeavouring to call ‘* Order, 


” 


order. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F 
Azg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot,Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Salfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 


In fact I called it several times, 
but the hon. Member continued to speak, 


| 


| Greville, Hon. Ronald 


| 


Balfour, RtHnGeraldW.( Leeds | 
| Hamilton, Marq.of(L’nd’derry | 


Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H. (Bristol 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boseawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Col. Montagu 
Ball, William James 
Butcher, John George 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V .C. W. (Derbysh. ) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,J Austen(Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Charles R. 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. C. (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cust, Henry John C. 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale,Sir Joseph Cocktield 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Fellowes, Hon. Ail wyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ(Mane’r 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
litzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Gordon, Hn.J. E(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 


Mr, Dillon. 


Noes, 101. 


AYES. 


Gordon, Maj Evans-(T’rH’ml'ts | 
Gore, Hon. F. 8. Ormsby- 
Gorst,Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon | 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D(Wedn’sbury | 
Greene,HenryD.(Shrewsbury) | 
Greene, W. Raynond-(Cambs. ) | 
-Gretton, John 


Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, RtHnL’dG.(Midd’x 


Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robt. Wm. | 
Hardy,Laurence(KentAshf'rd | 
Harvis, Frederick Leverton 


| Haslett, Sir James Horner 


Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) 


| Helder, Augustus 
| Hermon-Hodge, Robt. Trotter 


| Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
| Jessel,Captain Herbt. Merton 


Hope,J.F.(Shetti’'ld, Brightside | 
Howard, John (Kent, Faversh. 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 


Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex ) 
Kenyon, James (Lanes. Bury) 
Keswick, William 

Knowles, Lees 

Lawson, John Grant 

Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 





| Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
| Long, Col. CharlesW (Evesham 
| Long,Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. | 


, Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 


Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) | 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) | 


Lueas, Reginald J.(Portsm’th) 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 


| Macdona, John Cumming 
| M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) | 
| M‘Calmont,Col. H.L.B(Cambs | 


M ‘Calmont, Col.J.( Antrim, E.) 
M‘Iver,SirLewis(EdinburghW | 
Majendie, Jaines A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Middlemore,JohnThrogm’rton | 
Milton, Viscount 

Milward, Colonel Victor 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 


More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hn. Fred(Monm’thsh. 
Morrison, James Archibald 


Question put, “That the Question 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 175; 
(Division List No. 169.) 


Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Penn, John 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins; Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest (ieorge 
Purvis, Robert 
Randles, John 8. 
fankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
fentoul, James Alexander 
titchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Round, James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
{utherford, John 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand 
Stanley, Hn.Arthur(Ormskirk) 


| Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 


Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf'dUni. 
Tollemache, Henry Jaines 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Valentia, Viscount 

Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Wason, JohnCatheart( Orkney 
Webb, Col. William George 
Whiteley, H.(Asht’n und. Lyne 


| Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
| Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 

| Willox, Sir John Archibald 

| Wilson, A.Stanley(York,E. R.) 


Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.(Yorks.) 


| Wylie, Alexander 
| Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES.— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 








— 
— 
~ 


Abré 
Alle: 
Anl 
Asht 
Sarr 
Blac! 
Blak 
Bola 
Boy! 
Burk 
Cald 
Cam 
Carv 
(aus 
Char 
Clan 
Coga 
Cone 
Crea 
Cren 
Coll 
Davi 
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Dille 
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Doug 
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Broo 
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sute 
Carli 
Cars: 
Caut 
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Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Allen, Chas. P.(Gloue. Stroud) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

jarry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Burke, E. Haviland- 

Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh.) | 
Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Chas. M. (Lanark) 
Dutty, William J. 

Dunean, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 

Emmott, Alfred 

Farrell, James Patrick 
French, Peter 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 





Original Question put accordingly. | 


Acland-Hood,Capt. SirAlex.F. | 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh 0. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. JoscelineFitzRoy 
Bain, Col. James Robert 
Jalfour, RtHon. A.J.(Maneh’r 
Balfour, RtHnGerald W( Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Nathurst, Hon. Allen B. 

Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM.H.( Bristol 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 

bond, Edward 

Boseawen, Arthur Griftith- 
Gousfield, William Robert 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
brookfield, Col. Montagu 

Bull, William James 

Butcher, John George 

Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. | 
Cautley, Henry Strother 


| Mooney, John J. 
| Moss, Samuel 


| Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
| Norton, Capt. Cecil William 


{3 May 1901} 


NOES. 


Fuller, J. My F. 

Gilhooly, Jathes 

Gladstone, Rt.Hon. Herb. John 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hammond, John 

Hardie,J. Keir (MerthyrTydv’l 
Hayden, Johu Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Juyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Labouchere, Henry 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Cann, James 

M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T. 

Minch, Matthew 





Murnaghan, George 
Murphy, J. 
Nolan, Col. J. P. (Galway,N.) | 


Nussey, Thomas Willans 

O’Brien, James F, X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipper’ry Mid | 
(Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


Noes, 96. 


AYES. 


Cavendish, V.C. W(Derbyshire | 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) | 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | 
Chamberlain,J Austen (Wore’r | 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A .Cameron( Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, Herb.Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cust, Henry John C. 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale, SirJosephCockfield | 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph | 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin | 
Kellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, RtHn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Vinch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edw. Algernon 


| Flower, Ernest 
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(Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpcol) 
O'Doherty, William 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

0’ Dowd, John 

O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O’ Kelly,Jas. (Roscommon, N. ) 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 

O’Shee, James John 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, JohnE. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Roche, John 

Russell; T. W. 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thompson, EC(Monaghan,N.) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tully, Jasper 

Ure, Alexander 

White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 


TELLERS FOR THE. NOES— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 175 ; 
(Division List No. 170.) 


Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Sir M. (Lond. Univ.) 
Gordon, Hn.J.E,(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) 
Gordon, MajEvans(T’rH’mlets 
Gore, Hon. F. S. Ormsbys- 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D( Wednesbury 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Hambro, Charles Erie 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG.(Mid’x 
Hamilton, Margof(L’nd’nderry 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. RobertWm. 
Hardy, Laurence (Kent, Ashf’d 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett,’Sir James Horner 
Heath, ArthurHoward(Hanley 
Helder, Augustus 
Hermon-Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Hope,J.F (Sheffield, Brightside 
Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N. R.) 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel ,Captain HerbertMerton 
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| Rutherford, John 


Johnston, William (Belfast) {| More,Robt.J asper(Shropshire) 
Sadler, Col. Saml. Alexander 


Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) | Morgan, Hn. Fred.(Monm’thsh. 





Kenyon,James (Lanes., Bury) | Morrison, James Archibald | Seott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W, 
Keswick, William | Morton, Arthur H.A.(Deptford | Seton-Karr, Henry 
Knowles, Lees | Mount, William Arthur | Simeon, Sir Barrington 


Lawson, John Grant Murray,RtHn A.Graham(Bute | Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) | Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) | Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie | Nicholson, William Graham Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 

Leveson-Gower, Fredk. N. 8. | Nicol, Donald Ninian Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Long.Col.CharlesW(Evesham | O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens | Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S | Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay | Talbot,Rt.Hn.J.G.(OxfdUni. 


Lonsdale, John Brownlee Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) | Tollemache, Henry James 
Lowther, C. (Cumb.,Eskdale) | Parker, Gilbert | Tomlinson, Wim. Edw. Murray 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman | Pemberton, John 8. G. | Valentia, Viscount y 
Lueas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) | Penn, John | Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Lueas,ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth | Pierpoint, Robert ‘ Wason,JohnCatheart (Orkney 
iyttelton, Hon. Alfred Platt-Higgins, Frederick | Webb, Col. William George 
Macdona, John Cumming Plummer, Walter R. Whiteley, H. (Ashton-u.-Lyne 
M<Arthur, Chas. (Liverpool) | Powell, Sir Francis Sharp Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
M‘Calmont,Col.H.L.B(Cambs | Pretyman, Ernest George Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset 
M‘Calmont,Col.J.(Antrim,E.) Purvis, Robert Willox, Sir John Archibald 
M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh,W.) | Randles, John S. | Wilson, A.Stanley( York, E.R. 
Majendie, James A. H. Rankin, Sir James : Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.(Yorks. 
Malcolm, lan | Rasch, Major Frederic Carne | Wylie, Alexander 
Maple, Sir John Blundell | Renshaw, Charles Bine | Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Martin, Richard Biddulph | Rentoul, James Alexander | Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Middlemore, John T. | Ritechie,Rt.Hn.Chas.Thomson | Younger, William 
Milton, Viscount | Robertson, Herbert(Hackney) 
Milward, Colonel Victor | Rolleston, Sir John F. L. T ELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis Round, James Sir William Walrond and 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy | Royds, Clement Molyneux Mr. Anstruther. 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) | Russell, T. W, 

NOES. 
Abraham, William(Cork,N.E. | Flynn, James Christopher O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
‘Allen, Chas. P. (Gloue.,Stroud | Fuller, J. M. F. O'Connor, Jax. (Wicklow, W.) 
Ambrose, Robert Gilhooly, James | (Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
Ashton, Thomas Gair Griffith, Ellis J. O'Doherty, W illiam : 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) Hammond, John A he, Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
Black, Alexander William Hardie, J. K.(MerthyrTydvil) | O'Dowd, John. 
Blake, Edward | Hayden, John Patrick UO’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 


Boland, John Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- | O’Kelly, Jas.(Roscommon, N.) 
Boyle James Jordan, Jeremiah 

Burke, E. Haviland- | Joyce, Michael 
Caldwell, James | Kennedy, Patrick James 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 8S.) | Labouchere, — : 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton | Layland-Barratt, Francis 


| O'Malley, William 

| O'Mara, James 
O’Shee, James John 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

| teddy, M. 

| 


Channing; Francis Allston | Leamy, Edmund Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 
Clancy, John Joseph | Leigh, Sir Joseph Redmond, William (Clare) 


Lundon, W. Rigg, Richard 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift | Roberts, John H. (Denbighs,) 
M‘Cann, James Roche, John 


Cogan, Denis J. 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 
Cremer, William Randal 


Cullinan, J. M‘Dermott, Patrick Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) | M‘Fadden, Edward Sullivan, Donal P 
Delany, William M‘Govern, T. | Thomas,F. Freeman-(Hastings 
Dewar, J. A. (Inverness-shire) | Minch, Matthew | Thom son, E.C.(Monaghan,N. 
Dillon, John | Mooney, John J. Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Doogan, P. C. | Moss, Samuel | Tully, Jasper 

Douglas. Charles M. (Lanark) | Murnaghan, George | Ure, Alexander 

Dutty, William J. | Murphy, J. | White, Luke (York, E. RB.) 
Duncan, J. Hastings | Nolan, Col. J. P (Galway,N.) | White,Patrick(Meath, North) 
Edwards, Frank | Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) | Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Emmott, Alfred Norton, Capt. Cecil William | Young, Samuel (Cavan, East. 
Farrell, James Patrick | Nussey, Thomas Willans | TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
Ffrench, Peter | 0 Brien,Kendal(T’pp’rary Mid | Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Flavin, Michael Joseph | U’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) | Captain Donelan. 


Tur CHAIRMAN left the Chair to {day next ; Committee to sit again upon 
make his Report to the House. | Monday next. 


Adjourned at twenty-five minutes 
before One of the clock till 
Monday next, 





Resolution to he reported upon Mon- 
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721 Private Bill {6 May 1901} Business. 722 


HOUSE OF LORDS. |of the petition for additional Provision 
| in the 


Elland Gas Bill [#.1.] 


—neoae ‘ought to be dispensed with, and leave 
LORD DUNSANY. 'given to the Committee to insert the 
additional Provision. 
Ordered and Directed, by the Lords 
Spiritual and Temporal in Parliament PRESTATYN WATER BILL [u.1.}. 
assembled, That a Certificate be sent | Reported from the Select Committee 
by the Clerk of the Parliaments to the | with Amendments. 
Clerk of the Crown in Ireland, stating | 
that the Lord Chancellor of the United; wWrsToN-SUPER-MARE GAS BILL 


Monday, 6th May, 1901. 


Kingdom has reported to the House of [H.L. J. 

Lords that the right of the Lord Dunsany Reported with Amendments. 

to vote at the elections of Representative | 

Peers for Ireland has been established | MILFORD DOCKS BILL [H.1.]. 


to the satisfaction of him the said Lord) Reported without Amendment. 

Chancellor ; and that the House of Lords 

has ordered such Report to be sent tothe | WATFORD AND DISTRICT TRAMWAYS 

said Clerk of the Crown in Ireland ; BILL [H.1.}. 

and it is hereby also ordered, That the WORCESTER TRAMWAYS BILL [4.1.1]. 

said Report of the said Lord Chancellor | Report from the Select Committee, 

be sent to the Clerk of the Crown in) That the Committee had not proceeded 

Ireland. ‘with the consideration of the Bills, the 

at oe : opposition thereto having been with- 
pn eee een presen read, and ordered to lie upon 

Several Lords took the Oath. the Table; the Orders made on the 

Bes fee | 22nd and 26th of April last discharged ; 

_and Bills committed. 

PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 

|GREAT SOUTHERN AND WESTERN 

| RAILWAY BILL [1.1]. 


commencement 
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RAILWAYS, ETC.) BILL [H.1. ]. | BILL [H.1.] 

| -L.] 
A witness ordered to attend the Select | Report from the Committee of Selec- 
Committee. tion, That the Earl of Ducie and the 


| Lord Wandsworth be proposed to the 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the | House as members of the Select Com- 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments mittee on the said Bills in the place of 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates the Lord Ribblesdale and the Lord Lud- 
from the Examiners that the further | low, and that the Earl of Ducie be Chair- 
Standing Orders applicable to the fol-| man of the said Committee; read, and 


lowing Bills have been complied with: | agreed to. 
ge et Provisional Orders LEATHERHEAD GAS BILL. 
NO. H.-L. 1. : 
h, ia ) (a tk Read 2%, and committed. 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders | 
(No. 7) [H.L. ]. | CITY AND SOUTH LONDON RAILWAY 
Education Board Provisional Order | cient asehttin 
Confirmation (Acton) [H.L. ]. MERSEY Dt ICKS AND HARBOUR 
: ‘ BOARD (CANADA DOCK WORKS, 
Great Eastern Railway. | ETC.) BILL [u.1.}. 
The same were ordered to lie on the| Read 3%, and passed, and sent to the 
Table. Commons. 


STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE. CARDIFF CORPORATION BILL. 
Report from, That the Standing! Brought from the Commons; read 1"; 
Orders not complied with in respect | and referred to the Examiners. 


VOL. XCIII. [Fourtn Seris.] | 20 


| 
| 
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HEYWOOD AND MIDDLETON WATER 
BOARD BILL [u.t.]. 


RUGBY WATER 
BILL [u.t.]. 


ELLAND GAS BILL [H.L.]. 


LOWESTOFT CORPORATION BILL 
[H.L. ]. 


WOLVERHAMPTON AND CANNOCK 
CHASE RAILWAY BILL. 


GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY BILL. 
MIDLAND RAILWAY BILL. 


Returns, 


Report from the Committee of Selec- 
tion, That the following Lords be pro- 
posed to the House to form the Select 
Committee for the consideration of the 
said Bills, viz. : 


E. Carnwath, 

E. Northesk, 

1. Penrhyn, 

4 Somerton (£. Normanton), 
.. Pirbright (chairman) ; 


cual call cnn! 


agreed to; and the said Lords appointed 
accordingly : The Committee to meet on 
Tuesday, the 14th instant, at Eleven 
o'clock ; and all petitions referred to the 
Committee, with leave to the petitioners 
praying to be heard by counsel against 


the Bills to be heard as desired, as also 
! 


counsel for the Bills. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRM 
(No. 1) BILL [.L.}. (No. 58 
A Bill to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders made by the Board of Trade 
under the Tramways Act, 1870, relating 
to Ashton-under-Lyne Corporation Tram- 
ways, Denton Urban District Council 
Tramways, Devonport Corporation Tram- 
way, Liverpool Corporation Tramways 
Extensions, Northampton Corporation 
Tramways, and Pontypridd Urban Dis- 
trict Council Tramways. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION | 


(No. 2) BILL [H.L.]. (No. 59.) 


A Bill to confirm certain Provisional | 


Orders made by the Board of Trade 
under the Tramways Act, 18/0, relating 
to Birkdale Urban District Council 
Tramways, Compton Urban District 


Council Tramways, Leamington Tram- | 


ways, Royton Urban District Council 
Tramways, Swindon Corporation Tram- 
ways, and Wrexham District Tramways. 


{LORDS} 


AND IMPROVEMENT 
|Orders made by the Board of Trade 


ATION | 
-) 
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| TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 


(No. 3) BILL [u.u.]. (No. 60.) 
A Bill to confirm certain Provisional 


under the Tramways Act, 1870, relating 
'to Cheriton Urban District Council 
| Tramways, Colchester Corporation Tram- 
| ways, Hyde Corporation ‘Tramway, Little- 
| borough Urban District Council 
| Tramways, and Middleton and Chad- 
/derton (Local Authorities) Tramway. 
Was presented by the Earl of Hard- 
| wicke (for the Earl of Dudley) ; read 1¢; 


to be printed; and referred to the 
Examiners. 


THAMES AND SEVERN CANAL 
PROVISIONAL ORDER BILL. 


| Read 3 (according to Order), and 
passed. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. (No. 61.) 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. (No. 62.) 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (POOR LAW) BILL. (No. 63.) 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 


VISIONAL ORDER (No. 1) BILL. (No. 
64.) 
METROPOLITAN COMMON SCHEME 


(HAM) 
(No. 65.) 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILL. 


Brought from the Commons ; read 
1¢; to be printed ; and referred to the 
Examiners. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
FISHERIES (SCOTLAND). 
Nineteenth Annual Report of 
Fishery Board for Scotland, for the Year 
| 1900. Part I. 


EDUCATION COMMISSIONERS 
(IRELAND). 


Annual Report for the Year 1900. 


| ELECTRIC LIGHTING ACTS, 1882 AND 
1888. 

Special Report by the Board of Trade 

| under Section 1 of the Electric Lighting 


Act, 1888. (Newbury Electric Lighting: 


| Order, 1901). 


the: 





—ee—ee 











1! 
ju 
ol 
in 
hi 


A 


ne 


M 


0: 


m 








L 


and 


NAL 
NAL 
NAL 
33.) 

-RO- 


(No. 


IME 
ILL. 


read 
the 


the: 
Tear 


AND 


rade 
ting: 
hing. 





Se ee 





725 Private Bill {6 May 1901} Business. 726 


SOUTH AFRICA. [ PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Despatch by General Lord Kitchener, — 
dated 8th March, 1901, relative to Mili-| PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (STAND- 
tary Operations in South Africa. | ING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO 
COMPLIED WITH). 
Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table 
| Report from one of the Examiners of 
UNIVERSITIES (SCOTLAND) ACT. _ Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
I. Annual Statistical Report by the case of the following Bill, referred on the 
University Court of the University of First Reading thereof, the Standing 
St. Andrews to the Secretarv for Scot-| Orders which are applicable thereto have 
land under the provisions of the Act, for been complied with, viz. — 


Presented (by command), and ordered | 
to lie on the Table. | 








the year 1899-1900. | Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 
Il. Abstracts of Accounts for the | (No. 1) Bill. 
University of St. Andrews for the year' Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
ended 30th September, 1900, being the | time to-morrow. 
Annual Report on thestate of the finances | 
of the university under the provisions of THAMES DEEP WATER DOCK BILL 
the Act. | (By Orper). 
Read the third time, and passed. 
INEBRIATES ACT, 1898. 
Regulations for Visiting Committees) DEVONPORT CORPORATION (GAS) 
of State Inebriate Reformatories in. BILL. 
Ireland. | GLASGOW AND RENFREW DISTRICT 
; ee ey RAILWAY TRANSFER BILL. 
SUPERANNUATION. : eee, 
Treasury Minute, dated 26th April, | LONG EATON GAS BILL. 
1901, declaring that Frederick Hamilton, WELLS CORPORATION WATER BILL. 
junior messenger in the Royal Irish 4s amended, considered; to be read 
Constabulary Office, was appointed with- the third time. 
out a civil service certificate through 
inadvertence on the part of the head of AIRE AND CALDER NAVIGATION BILL 
his department. | [Lords]. 
Laid before the House (pursuant to) ASPATRIA, SILLOTH, AND DISTRICT 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. | WATER BILL [Lords]. 
or | BRISTOL, CLIFTON, AND WEST OF 
| ENGLAND ZOOLOGICAL SOCIETY BILL 
PUBLIC LIBRARIES BILL [1.1]. [Lords} , 
Amendments reported (according to| p . . 
; te ee ead a second time, and committed. 
Order) ; Bill to be read 3¢ on Thursday , =e 
next. | SHEFFIELD DISTRICT RAILWAY BILL 
[Lords]. 
MARRIAGES LEGALISATION BILL [1.1. SHIELDS BRIDGE BILL [Lords]. 
House sete Committee | (according to | Read a second time, and committed. 
Order) ; Bill reported without Amend- | 
ment ; and re-committed to the Standing | po¢ar, GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
Committee. ORDERS (No. 4). 
House a — — Bill to confirm certain Provisional 
minutes before Five o 1e ere : o eS 
dick Gk tamation, ballees | Orders of the Local Government Board 
Ten of the clock. relating to Congleton (Rural), Kings- 
lee a bridge, Liverpool, Middleton, Pudsey, 
A aii os and Tamworth, ordered to be brought in 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. by Mr. Grant Lawson and Mr. Walter 
Monday, 6th May, 1901. Long. 
Part: LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
TOOK THE OATH. ORDERS No. 4) BILL. 
One other Member took and sub-| “ To confirm certain Provisional Orders 
scribed the Oath. of the Local Government Board relating 


2C2 
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to Congleton (Rural), Kingsbridge, Liver- 
pool, Middleton, Pudsey, and Tam- 
worth,” presented accordingly, and read 
the first time; to be referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. {Bill 167.] 


LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE RAIL- 
WAY (VARIOUS POWERS) BILL. 


BINGLEY URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
BILL. 


Reported, with Amendments ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (GENERAL 
POWERS) BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table. 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP K). 

Mr. Heywoop JOHNSTONE reported from 
the Committee on Group K of Private 
Bills, That the parties promoting the 
Bradford Corporation Bill had stated 
that the evidence of Henry Rowe Higgins 
was essential to their case; and, it 
having been proved that his attendance 
could not be procured without the inter- 
vention of the House, he had been 
instructed to move that the said Henry 
Rowe Higgins do attend the said Com- 
mittee to-morrow, at half-past Eleven of 
the clock 

Ordered, That Henry Rowe Higgins 
do attend the Committee on Group K of 
Private Bills to-morrow, at half-past 
Eleven of the clock. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

That they have agreed to Paisley 
Gas Provisional Order Bill, without 
amendment. 

That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“An Act to empower the Lord Mayor, 
Aldermen, and Citizens of the City of 
Sheffield to execute certain street im- 
provements and other works; to con- 
struct additional lines of tramways ; to 
discontinue Fitzalan Market, and to 
reconstruct, enlarge, and improve certain 
existing markets and abattoirs ; and for 
other purposes.” Sheffield Corporation 
Bill [ Lords]. 

Also a Bill, intituled, ““An Act to confer 
further powers on the Sutton-in-Ashfield 
Urban District Council in relation to 
their water undertaking.” Sutton-in- 
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| Ashfield Urban District (Water) Bill 
| [ Lords]. 

Also a Bill, intituled, “An Act to 
‘amend the Nitrate Railways Company, 
| Limited (Conversion of Shares) Act, 
|1891.” Nitrate Railways Company Bill 
| Lords]. 

Also a Bill, intituled, “An Act for 
|incorporating and conferring powers on 
'the Otley Gas Company.” Otley Gas 
Bill [ Lords]. 

Also a Bill, intituled, “An Act to 
extend the limits of supply of the Bath 
Gas Light and Coke Company ; to 
authorise the raising of additional 
capital ; and for other purposes.” Bath 
Gas Light and Coke Bill [Lords]. 

And also a Bill, intituled, ““An Act to 
empower the Mersey Docks and Harbour 
Board to inclose part of the foreshore of 
the River Mersey, and adjoining lands in 
the borough of Birkenhead ; and for 
other purposes.” Mersey Docks and 


Harbour Board Bill [ Lords]. 


SHEFFIELD CORPORATION BILL [Lords} 


SUTTON-IN-ASHFIELD URBAN DISTRICT 
(WATER) BILL [Lords]. 


NITRATE RAILWAYS COMPANY BILL 


[Lords]. 
OTLEY GAS BILL [Lords]. 
BATH GAS LIGHT AND COKE BILL 
{Lords}. 


MERSEY DOCKS AND HARBOUR 
BOARD BILL [Lords]. 
Read the first time : and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private 


| Bills. 


PETITIONS. 


ACHARI, RAM DIAL. 
Petition of Ram Dial Achari, for re- 
dress of grievances ; to lie upon the Table. 


COAL MINES (EMPLOYMENT) BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Forfield; 
Alsager’s Bank; Ford Green; Sneyd ; 
Grange (Burslem); and Whiston 
Collieries ; to lie upon the Table. 

COMPENSATION FOR DAMAGE TO 

CROPS BILL. 

Petition from Kineardine, in favour ; 

to lie upon the Table. 
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HOUSING OF WORKING CLASSES 
(REPAYMENT OF LOANS) BILL. 


Petition from Manchester, in favour ; 


to lie upon the Table. 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE’S 


SISTER BILL. 


{6 May 1901} 
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} 


Blaenavon; Kincardine; and Trow- 
bridge ; to lie upon the Table. 


| SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 

| CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petitions in 

| Larkhall; Earlston ; 


favour, from Fintray ; 
Applecross ; Dun- 


Petition from Whitby and other places | fermline ; and North Knapdale (two) ; 


against ; to lie upon the Table. 


MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Sneyd; Grange 
(Burslem) ; Forfield ; Ford Green ; Pen- 
coed ; and Whiston Collieries. 
ROMAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY IN 
IRELAND. 
Petitions against establishment, from 


Cowdenbeath ; Jedburgh ; Ayr; Inver- | 
keithing ; and Stranraer; to lie upon | 


the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from 
thorpe; Fimber ; Sledmere ; 
Manchester ; Attercliffe ; 
Branksome ; Child’s Hill; Holybourne ; 
Burnley ; Coggeshall; Littlehampton ; 
Newbury (two); Barmouth ; Rushden ; 
Folkestone ; Wakefield ; Kingston-upon- 
Hull; Southampton; Dawlish; Foul- 
sham ; Treburley ; Launceston ; Boyton ; 
Teignmouth ; Bodenham (three) ; Bishop- 
stone; Blaenavon; Women’s Total 
Abstinence Union; Gateshead ; Liverpool ; 
Sheftield ; Wheatley Hill ; Guisborough ; 
Winchester ; Abergavenny ; Todmorden ; 
Stockport ; Saltburn; Hackney Road ; 
St. Just; Bolton; New Marske; Brad- 
field: Winsford ; Sowerby ; Woodfalls ; 
Frodingham ; Little Driftield ; Gembling ; 
Nafferton; Hutton; Hutton Crans- 
wick; Kilham; Ruston Parva; West 
Sutton; Waddon; Fovant ; Semley ; 
Winterbourne Gunner; and Cold Ash ; 
to lie upon the Table. 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN BILL. 

Petitions against, from Leith; and 
Princes Risborough; to lie upon the 
Table. 


Petitions in favour, from Warmin- 
ster ; Ilfracombe (two) ; Sheftield (two) ; 
Smallheath ; Hendon ; Rivenhall ; Tolles- 
hunt D’Arcy; Great Totham; Bir- 
mingham ; Brechin 


and Fordoun ; 


Weaver- | 
Kelk ; | 


Warminster ; 


to lie upon the Table. 


| SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON ACCESSION 

| BILL. 

| * * . . 

| Petition from Blaenavon against ; to 

| lie upon the Table. 

| RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
EDUCATION (IRELAND). 

Copy presented, of Annual Report of 

| the Commissioners of Education in Ire- 

‘land for the year 1900 [by Command] ; 

to lie upon the Table. 


INEBRIATE REFORMATORIES (IRE- 
LAND) (RULES). 

Copy presented, of Regulations for 
Visiting Committees of State Inebriate 
Reformatories in Ireland [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


LIGHTING “ACTS, 1882 axp 
1888. 

Copy presented, of Special Report by 

ithe Board of Trade under Section (1) 

lof the Electrie Lighting Act, 1888: 

| Newbury Electric Lighting Order, 1901 ; 

| [by Command}; to lie upon the Table 


ELECTRIC 


| 
SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1884. 

Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
dated 26th April, 1901, declaring that 
Frederick Hamilton, junior messenger 
in the Royal Irish Constabulary Office, 
was appointed without a Civil Service 
Certificate through inadvertence on the 
part of the Head of his Department 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


SOUTH AFRICA (DESPATCHES). 
Copy presented, of Despatch by General 
Lord Kitchener, dated 8th March, 1901, 
relative to Military Operations in South 
Africa [by Command]; _ to lie upon the 
Table. 


COLONIAL REPORTS (ANNUAL). 
Copy presented, of Colonial Reports, 
No. 321 (Lagos, Annual Report for 
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1899) [by Command]; to lie upon the, was made by the De Beers Diamond Mine 
Table. |Company ; but I believe there was a 
{claim sent in for £300,000 in relation to 
PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY! expenses incurred by the company for 
‘ “i CLERK ‘OF THE HOUSE. goods supplied and services rendered. 
ublic Records (Board of Trade).— | 
Copy of Second Schedule containing a| Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: And did the 
List and Particulars of Classes of Docu- | Government tell them to call again ? 
ments which exist or accrue in the Office 
of the Registrar General of Shipping and| [No answer was returned. ] 
Seamen (under the general superintend- | 
ence and control of the Board of Trade) | PIETERS HILL—IRISH FUSILIERS 
or which have been removed therefrom | pppgONAL EXPLANATION—Mr. SWIFT 
and deposited in the Public Record Office, | MacNEILL, 
but which are not considered of sufficient! \fp. SWIFT MacNEILL: I desire to 
public value to justify their preservation | offer a few remarks by way of personal 
therein [by Act]. 'explanation. I have received a letter 
|from General Buller in reference to a 
(STANDARDS OF EXEMPTION). | question answered on Thursday last,t and 
oe ae in justice to the gallant officer I wish to 
‘ Return ordered, ol the number of |communicate its contents to the House. 
ave Boards and School Attendance In the question referred to I asked why 
peer emgage i the Irish Fusiliers were not mentioned 
cm, ae, “all tn nie Ale | ee eee ote Ne atten a 
standards for total exemption are respec- | ae on vo , 1 web hoe woe 5 
tively Standards IV., V., VL, and VIL, | qo) Carin he we write, tow. 
and also stating the number of School wo 8 — ee oe 
Boards and School Attendance Com- pi oe needed Thre bale 
mittees which now do not recognise partial oon Wet mentioned. bat the citadel: dk 
exemption (in continuation of Parliamen- saved ne subsequent temas ol ihe 
oany Se No, 208, of rage es Gazette. The context of the original 
~oitheageresaiad A peo Ke of | despatch, however, left no doubt as to 
, ; er ee ee | what was meant. 


ELEMENTARY EDUCATION 


| JAMESON RAID—POSITION OF 
QUESTIONS. | CHARTERED COMPANY. 
| *Mr. ALFRED DAVIES (Carmarthen 
SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—SIEGE OF _ | Boroughs): I beg to ask the Secretary 
KIMBERLEY—MINING COMPENSATION | of State for the Colonies if he will inform 
eaggeeconie /the House if the late Transvaal Govern- 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 8.):| ment had claimed damages for the 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury | Jameson raid from the British Govern- 
what answer, if any, has been accorded by | ment or the Chartered Company. 
His Majesty’s Government to the claim | 
made bythe De Beers Diamond Mine Com-| Typ SECRETARY or STATE For THE 
pany and Mr. Cecil Rhodes for £800,000 | CQLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, Bir- 
compensation from the Imperial Govern- | mingham, W.): The late Transvaal 
ment for damage to its property during | Government claimed damages for the 
the siege of Kimberley ; and whether the | Jameson raid from the British Govern- 
Government in considering this applica- | ment, 
tion has had regard to the fact that the | 
safeguarding of the De Beers Mines} *\p ALFRED DAVIES: May I ask 
involved Lord Methuen’s march to the | the right hon. Gentleman why in Parlia- 


Modder River. /mentary Paper C 9343 he indicated that 
Tue FIRST LORD or tue TREA. the claim was against the Chartered 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, Company. 





E.): I believe no claim for compensation | + See page 404. 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member | tions of the Transvaal and Orange River 
must take some other opportunity of | Colonies without first submitting the 


arguing the matter. 


| same to Imperial Parliament for debate 
/and consideration. 


Mr. ALFRED DAVIES : I beg to ask | 


the Secretary of State for the Colonies if | 
there is any further correspondence than | 
that published in Parliamentary Paper 
[C. 9343] of June, 1899, between the | 
Colonial Office and the Chartered Com- | 


pany bearing upon the claim for damages 
caused by the Jameson raid. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : No, Sir. 
Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: I beg to ask 


the Secretary of State for the Colonies if | 


the claim for damages caused by the 


Jameson raid and acknowledged by the | 


Chartered Company with the reserva- 


tion that the amount of such damage | 


should be decided by arbitration still | 


exists. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I am 
advised that the answer is in the nega- 
tive. 


GOLD PRODUCTION IN THE 
TRANSVAAL 


*Mr. BLACK (Banffshire): I beg to | 


ask the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he can state how many gold 


mines are at present producing gold in| 


the Transvaal ; and what has been the 


production of gold in that colony since | 


Ist January, 1901. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I am 
informed by Sir A. Milner that no gold 
has yet been produced since 1st January ; 
that fifty stamps commenced work on 


the 4th instant, and that one hundred |! 


more start to-day. 


*Mr. BLACK : What tax is it proposed 
to place on the mines ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That | 


does not arise out of the question. 


NEW CONSTITUTION FOR THE 
ANNEXED REPUBLICS. 


*Mr. BLACK : I beg to ask the Secre-| should not get away. 


tary of State for the Colonies whether 
he will state upon what grounds he 
proposes to advise His Majesty to issue 
letters patent embodying the constitu- 








Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: On the 
ground of precedent. If objection is 
taken to anything that is done it is open 
to discussion on a vote of censure in 
Parliament. 


*Mr. BLACK: Does the right hon. 
Gentleman consider that a precedent 
as to the Royal prerogative instituted 
in the time of the Stuarts is applicable 
to the circumstances we are now dealing 
with ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


PAARDEBERG—LORD ROBERTS AND 
GENERAL KELLY-KENNY. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether, as stated in the Report of 
| Lieutenant-General Sir H. E. Colvile, 
he received his orders direct from Lord 
Kitchener throughout the 18th of Feb- 
ruary, 1900; whether he will publish 
| the note from Lord Roberts, mentioned 
in the Report from Lieutenant-General 
Kelly-Kenny, on the operations on the 
| 18th February ; and can he state who, 
as a matter of fact, is held by the War 
Office to have been responsible for the 
conduct of the battle at Paardeberg on 
the 18th February, 1900. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): I have already explained the 
position as regards the command at 
Paardeberg. It is most unusual to 
publish letters passing between generals 
during an action, and there is no inten- 
tion of publishing any further despatches ; 

but as there is no mystery in the matter, 
'and as I desire to save the time of the 
House, I will read the note in question— 


“ Jacobsdal, 17th February, 1900. 


‘¢ My dear Kenny,—I hope you are pushing on 
with all possible speed to overtake Cronje’s 
It is of the utmost importance it 
The bullocks drawing 
his wagons cannot go as fast as our mules, nor 
so many consecutive days without breaking 
down. I hope to join you to-morrow ; mean- 
while please consider that Lord Kitchener is 
with you for the purpose of communicating to 


| 
| 
| 
| 


| laager. 
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you my orders, so that there may be no delay , 


—such as references to and fro would entail. 
If we can deal Cronje a heavy blow, it is likely 
that there will be no more fighting in the 
Orange Free State. 
“* Believe me, 
“Yours truly, 


**(Signed) RoBERTs.” 


Mr. DILLON: As the right hon. 
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Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Will the 


right hon. Gentleman kindly ask Lord 
Roberts to guess again ? 


| Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) ; 
{Will the right hon. Gentleman ask 
| General De Wet, who knows more about 
/it ? 


Gentleman has said there is no mystery | 


about this matter, he will probably be 
willing to answer the last paragraph of 
the question. Surely the War Office 
hold information as to who is 
responsible for the conduct of every 
battle ? 


some 


Mr. BRODRICK: I have stated this 
two or three times to the hon. Gentle- 
man already, and this is for the last time 
oi asking. I have said that General 
Kelly-Kenny was in command, that Lord 
Kitchener was there under orders and 


suggested operations to him, and his | 


advice when he made suggestions was 
taken. 


Mr. DILLON: May [ask in the event 


of a difference of opinion whose decision 
would prevail 7 


Mr. BRODRICK: That is a con- 
tingency which did not happen, and 
hypothetical questions I cannot answer. 


PRISONERS—FOREIGN MERCEN- 
ARIES. 

Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, S.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he can state the numbers of 
french, German, Russian, and American 
subjects, respectively, who have been 
made prisoners of war in South Africa ; 
and when it is proposed to release these 
men, and send them back to their own 
countries. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The figures are 
as follow :—(a) Prisoners claiming no 
to be burghers: French, 40; German, 
150; Russian, 29; American, 23: | 
(5) Prisoners claiming to be burghers : 
French, 5; German, 123; Russian, 13 ; 
American, 13. There is no intention | 
of enlarging any prisoners until the war | 
is over. 

Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Can the 
right hon. Gentleman say when that 
date will arrive ? | 


BOER 


TYPHOID FEVER STATISTICS. 

Sm WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkestone): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether he can state 
the number of cases of typhoid fever 
among the forces in South Africa, and 
ithe number of deaths, for each of the 
months of January, February, and 
‘March of this year; and also the total 
number of soldiers invalided home from 
all causes during the same months, and 
the number of deaths during the voyage. 

Mr. BRODRICK: The figures are 
as follew :— 

Typhoid lever. 


Cases. Deaths. 


January 2,12 356 
February 2,119 391 
March 2,018 313 


The number of soldiers invalided home 
from all causes during the same months, 
who have arrived home, was 4,803, 
and the number of deaths during the 
voyage was seventeen. 
AIDE-DE-CAMP TO THE COM- 
MAN DER-IN-CHIEF. 
Mr. COURTENAY WARNER 
(Staffordshire, Lichfield): I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
he can explain why no Militia Aide-de- 
Camp has been appointed to the Com- 
mander-in-Chief when a Volunteer Aide- 
de-Camp to the Commander-in-Chief has 


MILITIA 


already been appointed some time. 


Mr. BRODRICK : The matter is under 
consideration. 


MILITIA UNIFORM. 

Mr. COURTENAY WARNER: | 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he can state when the new 
pattern of clothing will be provided for 
the Regular troops and Militia serving 
at home, and if the embodied Militia 
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will be provided with the same clothing 
as Regular troops in future. 


It is too soon 
As regards 


Mr. BRODRICK: 


at present to fix a date. 


the embodied Militia, the quality will | 


probably be the same. 


ROYAL GARRISON REGIMENTS. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER: [| 


beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he can say what is the present 
strength of the Royal Garrison Regi- 
ments, and what is to be the establish- 
ment of each battalion. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The present 
streneth of the Ist Battalion is 827, and 
ot the 2nd 917. The establishment of 
each is 1,012 of all ranks. 
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| fective after a portion of them had been 
| issued. 


Questions. 


| Lorp STANLEY : No, Sir; I have on 
| several occasions endeavoured to make it 
clear to the hon. Member that the bullets 
| were not defective, that an extremely 
| small number only of them stripped, and 
| that, in order to avoid any possible risk 
‘on active service, it was considered 
advisable to use those already made up 
‘into cartridges for practice purposes 
‘only, and to break up the four and a 
half millions that were not so made up. 


Mr. WEIR: Will the noble Lord have 
‘the goodness to say who was responsible 
for the inspection of these defective 
cartridges ? 
Lorp STANLEY: I have said they 


were not defective. 


MILITIA NON-COMMISSIONED OFFICERS | 


PROMOTIONS. 
Mr. FREEMAN-THOMAS (Hastings) : 
i beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War if he will consider the advisability 
of promoting efficient Militia non-com- 
missioned oflicers of embodied Militia 
regiments to the staffs of their regiments. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLey, 
Laneashire, Westhoughton): The scheme 
suggested by the hon. Member was given 
a trial some time ago, and, as it was not 
found successful, it was advisedly discon- 
tinued. 


GARRISON ARTILLERY 

REGIMENTS. 

Mr. FREEMAN-THOMAS: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he will consider the advisability 
of attaching, where it is possible, a position 
battery to Militia garrison artillery regi- 
ments. 


MILITIA 


Lorp STANLEY: Perhaps the hon. 


Member will explain a little more clearly: 


what he means. 


MARK IV. BULLETS. 
Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 


it he will state who was responsible for | 


the inspection of the fifty million Mark 
IV. bullets which were found to be de- 


Mr. WEIR: But who was responsible 
for the inspection of the four and a half 
millions the noble Lord has admitted to 


be valueless ? 


[No answer was returned. ] 
Mr. WEIR: I press for an answer. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The noble Lord has 
answered the question on the Paper. 
the hon. Member will find no difficulty 
in framing another question and putting 
it down in the usual way. 


Mr. WEIR: I will not only put 
another question, but I give notice that 
[ will call attention to the matter on the 
earliest opportunity. 


ANNUAL ARMY RETURNS. 

*Sr JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether he is aware that 
‘neither the Preliminary Return nor the 
General Annual Return of the British 
Army were presented to the House last 
|year, and that the latest information 
| these Returns annually furnish is for 
| 1898, and whether these Returns will 
| be in the possession of the House before 
| the debate on his resolution is closed. 


and 


BRODRICK: My _ hon. 


Mr. 


| gallant friend is evidently not aware 
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that these Returns are compiled from | recent occurrences, precautions are taken 
elaborate detailed Returns rendered by | to secure that no pressure be brought 
units. It has naturally been found | to bear on time expired men to re-engage, 
impracticable for units in South Africa 
to render them, and until the war is over| Mr. BRODRICK: A certain number 
it will not be possible to produce any | of the Canadian Regiment volunteered 
complete information. to prolong their services until the end of 
ithe war and a certain number did not. 
ARMY RECRUITING. In the _ all elected not to = their 
= s service. am not aware of what passed 
ee cog between Colonel Otter and his ollioi 
whether he will state the number re- ee ee Soe a, Se 
eruited for the Regular Army (infantry, aes Dee engaren, to SOemgRgE 
cavalry, and artillery), and for the! Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Are not the 
Militia, respectively, during the months facts as stated in the second paragraph } 
of January, of February, and of March, wana ae 
respectively, this year, and the increase) MR. BRODRICK : No, Sir. 
or decrease on the similar figures last 
year, with totals for the three months. | RETURN OF VOLUNTEERS. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I will lay on the, _ Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): 
Table some figures which will answer I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the hon. Member’s question. War whether his attention has been 

directed to Army Order (No. 252, Pre- 

MILITARY WORKS ACT, 1899, EXPEN- toria), published on 24th December 
DITURE. last in South Africa, which stated that all 

*Sm JOHN COLOMB: I beg to ask Volunteers on completing twelve months 
the Secretary of State for War whether S€TV1Ce 10 the Service could return to 
he can state how much of the million England if they so desired ; — he 
sterling provided under the Military #8 aware that the Medical Service Volun 
Works Act, 1899, for works exclusive of teers, both bearers and members of the 
armament, has been already spent, and medical staff, of the Manchester \ olun- 
whether the War Office still declines to teets at the No. 10 General Hospital, 


: ies : Tawwnlic: IP 5 5 ai 
give the House any information whatever Norvals Pont, applied to be sent home, 
nit the location of these works and were told they were enlisted soldiers 


by the Adjutant General, and could not 
Mr. BRODRICK : £225,000 has been | return before the termination of the war; 
spent up to 31st March. It is still con-| whether this is a true description of the 
sidered inexpedient to give the informa-| Volunteer Medical Corps ; whether he is 
tion as to the location of the works. aware that, whilst the enteric epidemic 
prevailed at Bloemfontein, the majority 
CANADIAN CONTINGENT IN SOUTH | of the hospital staffs of all ranks were 
AFRICA, | Volunteers ; and whether he will take 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to steps to give them relief equal to that 
ask the Secretary of State for War afforded to combatant Volunteers, seeing 
whether, last October, the first Canadian | that they have had more than twelve 
contingent (time expired men) refused | months of work day and night amongst 
to serve till the end of the war ; whether | wounds and disease. 
he is aware that Colonel Otter, the officer | 
in command, informed Lord Roberts,! Mr. BRODRICK: I am aware of the 
without consultation with the other | Order mentioned, but I am not aware 
officers, that the men would remain, and | what particular corps applied. As I 
that the fact was communicated in regi-| stated last week, arrangements are being 
mental orders, with the result that the | made for the relief of the Medical Service 
officers notified Colonel Otter next day | Volunteers, and I will ascertain from 
that the C, E, F, and H companies, and | Lord Kitchener at what date approx: 
the majority of O company, refused to | mately he will be able to spare them. 
re-engage ; and whether, in the light of | As to the period when the enteric ep 
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demic was prevalent at Bloemfontein, | stances of last year were special, and are 
the figures in the Returns show that while | not regarded as establishing a precedent 
the Volunteers were not actually in a/ for this or other years. For all Volun- 
majority, they were not far short of the | teers belonging to those specially selected 
Regulars. .-. | corps which go into camp for a fortnight’s 
ui | training the Government have recently 
JOHANNESBURG—GOVERNOR’S PRO. | raised the daily allowance to five shillings 
CLAMATION. | per man in order to cover the extra 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL : I beg to ask | expenses necessitated by the longer 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies | attendance in camp and the consequent 
whether he is aware that last Septem-| loss of civil wages on the part of the bulk 
ber a proclamation was issued by the of the members of those corps. In 
Governor of Johannesburg dealing with | View of this general concession, no special 
the conduct of banking business in that | treatment in respect of civil salary will 
city, and containing the announcement | be accorded to civil servants who are 
that notes of the Bank of Africa would be Volunteers ; but the Government, being 
accepted as cash at all the Government desirous of encouraging their employees to 
offices within the town and district of | Tecelve the benefits of the extended 
Johannesburg ; and what is the reason | training, if their corps are selected, will 
for the conferring of this privilege on the, grant a fortnight s special leave in such 
Bank of Africa. cases without civil salary. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I have not seen Sin HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
the proclamation referred to, but inquiry Central): Do I understand that the 
will be made. Government propose to deduct the men’s 
ld 7 . pay while they are in camp ? 

ARMY SERVICE OF CIVIL SERVANTS. 

Sir JAMES FERGUSSON (Man-| Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
chester, N.E.) : I beg to ask the Secretary | I have said that in view of the concession 
of State for War whether he will take made in respect of the capitation grant, 
steps to procure the recognition of the no special treatment will be accorded 
root service of reserve — discharged them. 
soldiers serving in the police, the post . P sar eS Eee 
office, and er petainhe of the sabe Sim HOWARD A igeint May I 
service towards their pensions, in like ask how is it possible to expect private 
manner as obtains in the case of persons employers to pay their men during 
transferred to those Departments from | '@!mng as Volunteers, when the Govern- 
hor teavselens of tha Cava Gervies. ment will not set the example ? 


_ Mr. BRODRICK : This matter would) wysr AFRICAN FIELD FORCE— 
involve legislation, and I fear the War MUTINEERS AT COOMASSIE. 
Office is not the only Department which fz, LOUGH (Islington, W.): I beg 


requires to be convinced of the necessity. |4, ask the Secretary of State for the 


Colonies whether he will state what 

POSTMEN VOLUNTEERS. punishments have been administered to 

Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, | that portion of the West African field 

8.): On behalf of the hon. Member for force which mutinied at Coomassie ; 

Hythe, I beg to ask the Secretary to the how were the courts-martial that tried 

Treasury whether, in view of the special the prisoners constituted; and under 

facilities granted last year to Volunteer | what Acts of Parliament are the engage- 

postmen to serve their fourteen days | ment, remuneration, and discipline of 
training, he will consider the expediency | these soldiers regulated. 


; ated t ; 
ot continuing this year the concession of Mr. BRODRICK: In reply to the 


allowi i ing | : : 
owing them their pay as usual during | first paragraph I have no information 


beyond the fact that one ringleader was 

Toe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To | condemned to death by field general 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AusTEN CHAMBER- | court-martial, and was shot on the Ist 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): The cireum-| April. As regards the second paragraph, 


their training. 
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the reply is that the West African 
Ordinance dated 21st December, 1898, in 
conjunction with the Army Act, regulates 
the engagement, remuneration, and 
discipline of the soldiers alluded to. 


Questions. 


ROYAL SMALL ARMS FACTORY, EN- 
FIELD—LEAD POISONING. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War whether he is 
aware that Charles George Bassett com- 
menced work at the Royal Small Arms 
Factory, Enfield, on the 26th July, 
1889, and that, having contracted lead 
poisoning, he, on the 11th April, 1898, 
was placed on sick leave for six months, 
at the end of which period he presented 
himself to the Government medical 
officer, and was told to resume his duties ; 
that Bassett, finding himself unable to 
cope with his work, consulted two civilian 
medical officers of Enfield, both of whom 
pronounced him to be still suffering 
from the effects of lead poisoning and 
unfit for duty, with the result that he 
absented himself from the factory, and 
was forthwith discharged; and that 
the Secretary of State for War, on re- 
viewing the case, allowed Bassett to 
resume work on the 27th April, 1899 ; 
and will he now consider the expediency 
of arranging for Bassett’s services be- 
tween July, 1889, and April, 1898, to 
count towards pension. 


Lorp STANLEY: I well aware 
ot the case of Bassett. No 
question of reckoning service towards 
pension arises, as he is not, and never 
was, eligible for pension. 


am 


‘ 
George 


SUMMER CRUISE OF THE CHANNEL 
SQUADRON. 

Mr. O'DOHERTY (Donegal, N.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Admi- 
ralty whether he can state what arrange- 
ments have been made for the cruise of 
the Channel Squadron during the ensu- 
ing summer and autumn, and whether 
it is part of the arrangements that the 
Squadron is to visit Lough Foyle on its 
cruise. 


THe SECRETARY to tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. ARNoip-Forsrer, Belfast, 
W.): The arrangements for the summer 
and autumn cruises of the Channel 
Squadron have not yet been made. 


{COMMONS} 
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| PITCAIRN ISLAND—VISITS OF H.M. 
SHIPS. 


| Coronet WILLIAMS = (Dorsetshire, 
|W.): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
ithe Admiralty whether he will state 
| how often since Ist January, 1896, 
| Pitcairn Island has been visited by 
| His Majesty’s ships, what was the date 
(of the last visit ; and whether he will 
iay the reports of such visits upon the 


Table. 
Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The fol- 


lowing visits to Pitcairn Island have 
been made by His Majesty’s ships since 
the Ist January, 1896 :—H.ML.S. “ Wild 


Swan,” February, 1896; H.MS. 
‘“*Comus,” November, 1897; H.MS, 
* Royalist,” October, 1898; H.MS, 


 Tearus,’’ December, 1900, or January, 
1901. Reports respecting visits in 1897 
and 1898 have already been presented 
to Parliament. The report for 1896 
can be presented if desired. When any 
further report is received the question 
of presenting it will be considered. 


A DIVISION, FLEET RESERVE. 
*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty whether 
the Admiralty are able to assure the 


_ House that for the purpose of keeping 


the ships of the A Division of the Fleet 
Reserve at all times in efficient fighting 
condition there is maintained at present 
a sufficient staff of mechanics, and 
whether the full complement of 
mechanics’ ratings for making good 
defects is as a fact obtained and kept 
up. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : Owing to 
the great increase in the number of 
ships in the Fleet Reserve difficulty 
has been experienced in maintaining @ 
sufficient number of mechanics in cer- 
tain ratings, and steps are being taken 
with a view to increase the number 
of men available, and to maintain the 
ships of the A Division of the Fleet 
Reserve in their present efficient fighting 
condition. 


Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN (Gateshead) : 
May I ask the hon. Gentleman what 
class of men he includes under the head 
mechanics ? 
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” Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : The class | GOVERNORSHIP OF MADRAS. 
HM. in which the principal deficiency exists; Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 
‘ js that of shipwrights. jask the Secretary of State for India 
ory /whether Lord Ampthill, who has been 
ry © ; . cs appointed to the Governorship of Madras, 
state ere eee ses had any experience of Phin affairs, 
1896, *Sir CHARLES DILKE: I beg to and what has been his official experience 
d by ask the Secretary to the Admiralty previous to his promotion. 
> date whether it would be possible to paint 
e will J ther all His Majesty's ships, or at) Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
nthe J east all ships in the Fleet Reserve, the INDIA (Lord G. Hawrox, Middlesex, 
eolour which they are intended to be Ealing) : The answer to the first part of 
in war, as has now been done in certain | the question is in the negative. As to 
> fol. foreign fleets. the second part, I understand Lord 
have Ampthill was engaged since 1895 in 
since Mere. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The connection with colonial matters at the 
N ild question to which the right hon. Gentle- | Colonial Office. 
MS. man refers is occupying the attention 
MS. of the Admiralty. Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Is not Lord 
MS. Amptiill’s promotion due to the fact 
pogag A sis ' - acdiiiite that he was formerly private secretary 
1897 veanlbieignasting pin to the Colonial Scaibane d 
ented Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN: I beg to ask 
1896 the Secretary to the Admiralty whether) [orp G. HAMILTON : No. 
a aay work is still proceeding on the new Royal 
stion yacht, and whether such work is being CHINA—ANTLFOREIGN OUTBREAK— 
carried out in accordance with approved SENTENCE ON CHINESE LEADERS. 
plans and estimates ; and, it so, how Me, DILLON : I beg to ask the Under 
much of the Estimate remains to be! goonctary of State for Foreign Affairs 
ester expended, and can he name a date when whether tle Ambassadors of the Aimed 
» ask the vessel will be completed, Powers in Peking have abandoned their 
ether . sin iciiatidalile . . demand for the heads of Prince Tuan 
» the Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : Work is | and General Tung-fuh-Siang ; if so, on 
ping still proceeding on the new Royal yacht, | yhag grounds this demand has been 
Fleet and is being carried out in accordance abandoned, and whether he can state 
hting with approved plans, including those hese. Price: Toan abd Cheuk Teas 
esent ior alterations necessarily required to fuh iano are now. 
and fit the vessel for the use of His Majesty gn 
_ the King and Her Majesty Queen *THE UNDER _ SECRETARY OF 
good Alexandra. The cost of _these altera- STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (V is- 
kept tions will exceed the provision made in count CranBorNe, Rochester) : The Note 
the Estimate for the current year, but addressed by the Representatives of 
Iam not in a position at present to state the Powers to the Chniese Plenipoten- 
1g to the exact amount of the excess. It is tiaries demanded for all those chiefly 
r of hoped that the vessel will be ready for responsible for the outrages, including 
nasliy His Majesty’s use by July. Prince Tuan and Tung-iuh-Siang, the 
ng a , severest punishment according to their 
cer- Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN: Was not an crimes. Prince Puan has been con- 
aken estimate of the cost made when the plans demned to perpetual imprisonment in 
m ber were drawn up ! Turkestan ; this sentence has been 
- the ; __ carried into effect, and an undertaking 
Fleet Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Yes, Sir. has been given that no commutation of 
iting Estimates were made, but owing to the it is ever to take place. This decision 
alterations which have had to be effected was in accordance with the views of 
recently in order to suit the yacht for her the majority of Powers represented at 
ad) : present purpose some additional cost Peking. Tung- fuh-Siang has been 
what has heen incurred, of which I cannot | banished to Kansu, there to await 
head | Yet give detailed particulars. further punishment. 
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DISORDER IN CHI-LL 


Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether in the districts of the province 
of Chi-i occupied by the Allied Troops 
the disorder is so complete that even the 
neighbourhood of Peking is more unsafe 
now for the foreigner or Christian than 
at any time since the occupation ; and 
whether, if this be so, the British Govern- 
ment will urge on the Council of Foreign 
Ministers the desirability of the imme- 
diate withdrawal of the Allied Troops. 


*Viscount CRANBORNE: Our _ in- 
formation does not lead us to suppose 
that the facts are as suggested in the 
first part of the question. The with- 
drawal of a portion of the Allied Troops 
is in contemplation, and it is generally 
desired that a large reduction should 
take place as soon as the Chinese Govern- 
ment have sufficiently complied with 
demands of the 


the more important 
Powers. 
ASSAULT ON SIR ERNEST SATOW. 


Mr. DILLON : I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether Sir Ernest Satow was recently 
assaulted in the streets of Peking by 


European soldiers ; and, if so, whether 
any, and what, reparation has been 
obtained for this outrage. 

*ViscounT CRANBORNE: We have 


no information of any such incident. 


CHINESE 
DUTY 

Mr. DILLON : I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for; Foreign Affairs 
whether the Committee of Foreign 
Ministers in Peking have suggested an 
increase of Customs duty in China on all 
articles except opium, and the imposition 


of duties on articles of food now free ; and | 


whether he can undertake that before 
any arrangement for the raising of 
indemnities by China is assented to by 


INDEMNITY—NEW CUSTOMS , 


{COMMONS} 


, the indemnities can best be raised without 
Mr. DILLON : | beg to ask the Under | L 
‘is under consideration, but no decision 





Questions. 748 


seriously crippling the resources of China 


has yet been arrived at. No Power, so 
far as we are aware, is in favour of taxing 
rice or other articles of food. It is not 
possible to give an undertaking such as 
is suggested in the second paragraph 
of the question. 


Mr. DILLON: Are we to understand 
that this country will be committed both 
to the method of raising and the amount 
of the indemnities, without giving the 
House of Commons an _ opportunity 
of expressing an opinion ? 


*Viscount CRANBORNE: 
nothing to add to my answer. 


I have 


RUSSIA AND MANCHUBRIA. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.) : I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs whether he 
can say what is the present position in 
reference to Manchuria; and whether 
any steps are to be taken in reference to 
the continued occupation of that ter- 
ritory 


*ViscounT CRANBORNE: The Rus- 
sian Government have not, we under- 
stand, receded from their intention to 
evacuate Manchuria ;_ but on the aban- 
donment of the negotiations with China 
for a gradual evacuation of that province, 
they declared that the temporary occu- 
pation of Manchuria must continue for 
the present, and that its complete and 
definitive restoration to China could only 


take place on the re-establishment of a 


His Majesty’s Government, the House | 


of Commons will have an opportunity 


of discussing the amounts of the indem- 
nities claimed, and the means proposed | 


for raising these amounts. 


normal state of affairs, and of a Govern- 
ment capable of affording Russia a 
guarantee against the renewal of the 
late disorders. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Hear, 
hear! Egypt over again. 
Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: Will 


you ask Russia to evacuate Manchuria 
when you evacuate Egypt ? 
*Mr. SPEAKER: 


Order, order ! 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Is it 


*ViscounTCRAN BORNE: The method | the fact that the Chinese Government 


in which the money required to pay) penn made representations to the Euro- 
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n Governments with reference to the 
opening up of Manchuria ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That does not arise 
out of the question. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Will the Government 
take steps to force the Russians out 
of Manchuria ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


SECRET SOCIETIES IN THE 
YANG-TSZE REGION. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS} (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether the British Consul at Nankin 
has telegraphed to the Consul General 
in Shanghai that considerable anxiety 
is felt as to the progress of the secret 
societies movement in the Yang-tsze 
region ; and whether the British Govern- 
ment have issued instructions as to the 
movement of troops necessary for dealing 
with a possible outbreak in the districts 
referred to. 


*Viscount CRANBORNE: Our Con- 
suls have reported that vague rumours 
are current as to possible disturbances, 
but nothing definite is mentioned. The 
Officer Commanding the British troops 
in China is kept fully informed on the 
subject. 


KOREA. 

Mr. JAMES O’KELLY (Roscommon, 
N.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs whether the 
AngloGerman Agreement applies to 
Korea. 


*Viscount CRANBORNE: No, Sir. 


INCOME TAX—QUARTERLY OR HALF. 
YEARLY PAYMENTS. 

Sir MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 
GREE (Bethnal Green, N.E.): I beg to 
ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer if 
he would consider the advisability of 
allowing the payment of income tax 
being made in quarterly or half-yearly 
instalments for the greater convenience 
of tradesmen and professional men in 
the poorer districts. 


THe CHANCELLOR oF tue EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, Bristol, 
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W.): I am considering this matter, but I 
doubt if it will be possible to make the 
change. The tax is not due in such cases. 
till the fourth quarter of the year. 


‘JOINT STOCK CAPITAL —SUGGESTED 


DUTY ON DEBENTURE INVEST- 
MENTS. 
Sir MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 


GREE: I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of 
the Exchequer whether the creation of 
Joint Stock Capital under the Companies 
Acts exceeded £200,000,000 sterling last 
year ; and whether it would be feasible 
to impose a duty on the issue of deben- 
tures and other fixed borrowings by Joint 
Stock Companies, whereby they now 
usually obtain the use of capital without 
materially contributing to the Inland 
Revenue. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: The answer 
to the first paragraph is in the affirmative. 
The duty which the hon. Member sug- 
gests is already imposed by the existing 
law. 


MERCANTILE MARINE AND NAVAL. 
EXPENDITURE. 

Mr. JAMES O’KELLY: I beg to ask 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer whether 
he can state the amount of foreign- 
owned shipping sailing under the protec- 
tion of the British flag, and what contri- 


| bution towards the naval expenditure 
‘of Great Britain these foreign-owned 


ships pay, and whether he will devise 


/means to compel them to pay adequately 
for the protection they enjoy. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I do not 
understand what is meant by “ foreign- 
owned ships’ in the question. A ship to 


| be entitled to the protection of the British 


flag must be owned by British subjects or 
by bodies corporate established under 
British laws, and having their principal 
place of business in His Majesty’s do- 
minions. The owners would, therefore, 
be liable to taxation. 


LICENCE FEES OF AUCTIONEERS ON 
MILITARY SERVICE. 

Mr. STEVENSON (Suffolk, Eye): I 
beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer whether in cases in which 
auction duty has been paid in advance, 


| aad the licencees have almost imme- 
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diately afterwards been called up for 
military service in South Africa as 
Volunteers, it is in the power of the Com- 
missioners of Inland Revenue to repay a 
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| error was corrected. I shall be happy to 
|show the general manager's letter to 
the hon. and gallant Member, if he so 
desires. 


proportionate part of the duty; and | 


whether he will consider the desirability 
of enabling cases of that kind to be con- 


sidered on their merits by the Commis- | 


sioners. 


Sm M. HICKS BEACH: There is no 
provision in the law which enables the 
Commissioners of Inland Revenue to 
repay any part of the duty on an auc- 
tioneer’s licence in any circumstances, for, 
when a licence of this description has 
once been used, the licencee is liable to 
the full year’s duty of £10. The Com- 
missioners have, however, in a few special 
cases, where a licensed auctioneer has 
been called out on active service with 
the colours, exchanged his licence, with- 
out further payment of duty, for a fresh 
licence in the partner or 
successor in his business. 


name of a 


AND SAILORS’ RAILWAY 
PRIVILEGES. 

Caprain NORTON (Newington, W.): 

I beg to ask the President of the Board of 

Trade whether it has been brought to 

his notice that the privilege which 


SOLDIERS’ 


soldiers and sailors in uniform have long | 


enjoyed of travelling at half fare between 
London and Gravesend has recently been | 
withdrawn by the authorities of the | 
South Eastern and Chatham and Dover 
Companies ; whether he will use his 
good offices with the said authorities in 
order to obtain a restoration of this 
privilege, and whether he will use his 


influence with the authorities of the other | 


railway companies throughout — the 
United Kingdom to make a like con- 
cession. 


| MANNING OF 


ILLEGAL TRAWLING IN THE FIRTH 
OF CLYDE. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland) : I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Trade if the Government 
is aware that quite recently two British 
| trawlers have been caught and brought 
‘into Stranraer for illegally fishing in the 
Firth of Clyde, and at the same time 
seven foreign trawlers were fishing there, 
| making catches, and marketing the same 

in an English port, Fleetwood ; and, 
seeing that the Scottish Office have pro- 
hibited foreigners landing fish caught in 
waters closed against British trawlers, 
whether they will make some such pro- 
vision with reference to English and 
Irish ports, or take such steps as may 
seem expedient to protect our own. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have no 
information as to the particular cases 
referred to in my hon. friend’s question. 
The Act under which foreigners are 
prohibited from landing or selling fish 
caught in certain waters near the coast 
of Scotland does not extend to the landing 
or selling of such fish in English or Irish 
ports. I am not prepared to introduce 
legislation on the subject. 


THE MERCANTILE 
MARINE—THE “PRIMROSE HILL” 
Mr. JOYCE (Limerick): I beg to ask 

the President of the Board of Trade 

whether his attention has been directed 
to the Board of Trade inquiry at Liver- 
pool on the 3rd, 6th, and 11th April last, 
into the loss of the sailing ship “ Primrose 
Hill,” when the evidence proved that 


'this vessel was unseaworthy in conse- 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD oF 
TRADE (Mr. Geratp Batrour, Leeds, | 
Central): I am informed by the general | 
manager of the South § Eastern and 
Chatham and Dover Railways that the | 
privilege referred to has not been with- | 
drawn. It appears that by the mistake 
of a booking clerk the tickets in question | 
were inadvertently refused on a recent | 
occasion, to some Marines at Chatham, | 
but on the attention of the general | 
manager being called to the matter the 








quence of being inefficiently manned ; 
whether his attention has been drawn to 
that part of the evidence which proved 
that thirteen men were engaged as able 
seamen, not one of whom was able to 
satisfy the deputy superintendent of the 
Mercantile Marine Office, in whose 
presence the crew was signed on, that 
they were able seamen in accordance 
with the 126th section of the Merchant 
Shipping Act, 1894 ; whether the Board 
of Trade will issue orders to superin- 
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tendents and deputy superintendents of 
Mercantile Marine Offices not to accept 
for entry on any ships articles of agree- 
ment as able seamen any person who is 
unable to produce a record of four years 
service at sea in accordance with the 
section of the Act of Parliament ; whether, 
seeing that thirty-four lives were lost in 
the ‘“ Primrose Hill”’ in consequence of 
her not being efficiently manned, and 
thereby being unseaworthy, the Board of 
Trade intend to prosecute Mr. William 
Price, the managing owner of this vessel ; 
and whether he can state if the owner has 
paid any compensation to the relatives of 
the men who lost their lives in this vessel. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: My atten- 
tion has been called to the case to which 
the hon. Member refers. I am not pre- 
pared to discuss the effect of the evidence, 
and although the court of inquiry ex- 
pressed the opinion that the crew of the 
vessel was not adequate, it also found 
that there was no evidence to satisfy it 
that the loss of the vessel was due to such 
inadequacy. I am informed that the 
crew, both in number and effective rating, 
did not fall short of the general practice 
in similar ships, and that the manning 
of the vessel was not such as to render it 
unseaworthy. The court found that 
none of the A.B.’s proved their claim to 
be so rated ; but rating is a question for 
the master. All that superintendents 
can do in the matter was done in this 
case, namely, to put the letters N.P. (not 
proved) after each man’s name, in accord- 
ance with the Board of Trade instructions. 
I am advised that there are no grounds 
for a prosecution under the Merchant 
Shipping Act in this case. In reply to 
the last paragraph of the question I am 
informed by the owners of the “ Primrose 
Hill’ that they have not paid any com- 
pensation to the relatives of the men lost, 
and would resist any claim of the kind if 
made. 

Mr. JOYCE: Arising out of the 
answer of the right hon. Gentleman, am 
[ to infer that the lives of seamen are of 
such little moment—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


is an argumentative question. 


That 


Mr. JOYCE: I will put a further ques- 
tion down. 
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Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Arising 


out of the right hon. Gentleman’s answer, 
may I ask whether it would be possible 
for the Board of Trade in future to take 
such steps as will render it impossible for 
ships to go to sea without having on 
board an adequate number of men who 
have proved that they are A.B. seamen. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: That 
depends upon what is meant by adequate. 
I think there would be considerable diffi- 
culty in showing in every case whether a 
crew consisted of a certain number of 
A.B. seamen. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: May I 
ask if the right hon. Gentleman is in a 
position to say that a proper proportion 
of the crew of the “ Primrose Hill ” had 
proved to the satisfaction of the Board of 
Trade that they were A.B. seamen. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am not 
aware of any rule on the subject, but the 
twelve men who were on board this vessel 
were not proved to be A.B. seamen. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: May I 
ask whether, in view of the fact that on 
board this ship there was not a single 
man who had proved himself to be an 
A.B. seaman, the Board of Trade will take 
steps to render it impossible for a ship to 
go to sea without a certain number of 
men who have proved that they are A.B. 
seamen. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I very 
much doubt if it is possible for me to give 
such an undertaking. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Then 
I beg to give notice that in consequence 
of the unsatisfactory condition of this 
matter, I will at the earliest possible 
opportunity call attention to the practice 
of sending ships to sea without being 
properly manned by A.B. seamen. 


PREFERENTIAL RAILWAY RATES. 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT: I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Trade 
if, having regard to the preference 
accorded to the foreigner in the carriage 
of coal by certain railway companies, and 
to the prevalence of a like practice with 
regard to the import of steel and other 


2D 
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goods, he will appoint a Departmental | 
Committee, or consent to the appoint- | 
ment of a Select Committee, to investigate | 
and report what measures can be devised | 
to remedy this state of affairs. 


Questions. 
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with these charges two questions arise. 
The first is, Are these preferential in 
respect of the same or similar services ; 
and, secondly, if they are, is the prefer- 
ence undue preference? Both of these 


Questions. 


| questions are to be decided by the Railway 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): To; 


ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether he is aware that many 
railway companies carry coal for ship- 
ment abroad at much lower rates than 
those charged for the same coal carried 
over the same distance but destined for 
home consumption ; whether he is aware 
that the difference is often as much as 
50 per cent. ; and whether he will take 
immediate steps by enforcing the existing 
laws, and if necessary by introducing 
further legislation to prevent these prefer- 
ential rates being enforced to the dis- 
advantage of our own traders and our 
home consumers. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Where a 
railway company carrying coal for ship- 
ment or carrying steel and other goods 
inland from seaports gives a preference 
to the traffic so conveyed, it has to justify 
the difference under the provisions of 
the statutes dealing with undue prefer- 
ence. Those provisions were carefully 
framed, and I have no evidence that they 
are not sufficient to answer the purpose 
contemplated by the Legislature. The 
enforcement of the law must be left to the 


parties aggrieved, to whom it is open to , 


make complaint to the Railway Com-. 
) Hill, and 12, Holywell Street, as well as 


missioners. 


Sirk HOWARD VINCENT: Is the 
right hon. Gentleman aware that the 
Great Northern Railway gave an advan- 
tage of 2s. 9d. to Boston in favour of coal 
exported as compared with coal for home 
consumption ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Iam not. 


Mr. BARTLEY: May I remind the 
right hon. Gentleman of the fact that in 
the speech of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer the other day he gave cases and 


made great complaint of these prefer-. ; 
‘is constantly under the attention of the: 


police, but the hon. Member 
Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I was. 


ential rates ? 


Commissioners. 


NEW COAL DUTY—PAYMENT BY 
FOREIGN CONSUMERS. 

Mr. HORNER (Lambeth, N.): I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of Trade 
whether his attention has been called to 
the announcement that the French Trans- 
atlantic Steamship Company have entered 
into a contract for the supply of 120,000 
tons of Welsh coal and have agreed to pay 
the Is. tax. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr Tydvil) : 
Is the right hon. Gentleman aware that 
the contract was made six months ago / 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT: Not to 
pay the export duty. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: My atten- 
tion has not been called to the matter, 
but I see nothing improbable in the state- 
ment. 


OBSCENE MUTOSCOPIC PICTURES. 
Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne) : 


I beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department if he is aware that at 
52, King William Street, 24, Ludgate 


in other thoroughfares of the Metropolis, 
there are exhibitions of obscene muto- 
scopic pictures ; that the first of a series 
of pictures is exhibited free, a penny 
in a slot releasing others; that during 


‘the day crowds of boys pass through 
| these exhibitions and form their principal. 
| patrons ; and will he instruct the police: 


to prosecute the owners of these shows 
and of the shops in which they are 
conducted. 


*Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 


/THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Rt"- 


cnr, Croydon): This is a matter which 


must 
remember that there are many pictures 


resent during the speech of the Chan-| which may be suggestive and objection- 


cellor of the Exchequer. In connection able, but which are not so indecent or 
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obscene as to afford grounds for a success- | and I am about to apply to the Treasury 

ful prosecution, and as the result of in- | with that object. 

quiries I understand that the exiibitions 

referred to are of this nature. PAUPER ALIEN OVERCROWDING IX 
EAST LONDON. 

Mr. CAINE: Will the right hon.) Mr. THOMAS DEWAR (Tower Ham- 
Gentleman go and look at them him-| lets, St. George’s): I beg to ask the 
self? I have seen them all. President of the Local Government 

Board whether he is aware that on the 
V ACCIN ATION —CONSCIENTIOUS | night of the Census Returns in one house 
OBJECTORS AT DISS. in Cable Street, St. George’s-in-the-Kasi, 

Mr. O'MARA (Kilkenny, 8.): I beg | there were no less than eight families ot 
to ask the Secretary of State for the | pauper aliens; and will he say how 
Home Department whether he is aware | many rooms the house contains, and 
that the magistrates of the Diss Petty | whether the Census Returns show any, 
Sessions (Norfolk) refused exemption | and, if so, how many similar cases in the 
certificates to three applicants who had | East End of London, and will he say 
conscientious objections to vaccination | what steps he proposes to take. 
on 24th April, and whether he will call | 
the attention of the Lord Chancellor to 
their decisions. 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WALTER 
|Lone, Bristol, 8.): I do not know 
*Mr. RITCHIE: I am informed that | whether my hon. friend is aware that an 
the three applicants referred to failed to| assurance by the Registrar General 
satisfy the magistrates that they con- | appears on the Census Schedules, which 
scientiously believed that vaccination | were left at the different houses, to the 
would be prejudicial to the health of | effect that the contents will be treated 
their children. Under the Act magis- | as confidential, and will not be used for 
trates must be so satisfied before they can | other purposes than those of the Census. 
grant a certificate ; and no facts have | Under these circumstances I am afraid I 
been laid before me in regard to these |} cannot give the information asked for 
cases which call for any communication | in the question. I may point out, how- 
to the Lord Chancellor. ever, that it rests with the Borough 
| Council to deal with cases of overcrowd- 
VETERINARY DEPARTMENT jing, and their attention might properly 
INSPECTORS. | be called to any instance in which over- 
Mr. J. WILSON (Glasgow, St. / crowding is known to exist in the 
Rollox): I beg to ask the President of | borough. 
the Board of Agriculture if he is pre- | 
pared to appoint qualified veterinary SUTTON POOR LAW SCHOOLS. 
inspectors in place of the non-qualified; Mr, FLOWER (Bradford, W.): I beg 
gentlemen who at present act as travel- | to ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ling inspectors under the Veterinary | ment Board whether he will state how 
Department, provided he could get) many children there now are in the Poor 
qualified veterinarians at the same Law Schools at Sutton, and why the order 
salaries, issued by the Department to close those 
‘schools on 30th March, 1898, which 
*THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD or expired on 30th September, 1899, has not 
AGRICULTURE (Mr. Hanpury, Pres- | been carried into effect. 
ton): My hon. friend is mistaken in | 
supposing that the lay inspectors do| Mr. WALTER LONG: According to 
veterinary work or act under that | Returns for the week ended 27th April the 
Department. They are chosen with | number of children in the Brighton Road 


| 








great care and certainly cannot be des-| and Banstead Road Schools at Sutton 
cribed as non-qualified for the particular | was 1,558. It has been found necessary 
duties which are assigned to them. I 
am disposed, however, to increase the 
number of our veterinary inspectors, 


to postpone the dissolution of the South 
Metropolitan School District in order to 
enable the guardians of the poor law 


£D2 
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unions in the district to complete the 
provision they are making for the accom- 
modation elsewhere of the children now 
in the schools. I am very desirous that 
the dissolution of the district should take 
place at the earliest date practicable. 


Mr. FLOWER: Has the time been 
indefinitely extended or has a date been 
named ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: It is extended 
pending satisfactory arrangements being 
made by the guardians. It would be no 
use fixing a date unless we were satisfied 
that by that date the new accommodation 
will be ready. Meanwhile, the hon. 
Member may rest assured that everything 
we can do is being done to secure the 
change taking place at the earliest pos- 
sible moment. 


METROPOLITAN ASYLUMS BOARD. 

Mr. LOUGH : I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Local Government Board if he 
will state what number of poor law 
children are under the care of the Metro- 
politan Asylums Board, and whether 
the several boards of guardians have 
availed themselves of the order to transfer 
certain classes of children to the central 
authority. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The number 
of children coming within the order of the 
Local Government Board of the 2nd April, 
1897, who are under the care of the 
Metropolitan Asylums Board, is 348. 
The reply to the second paragraph of the 
question is generally in the affirmative. 


DERBY DAY AT SUTTON SCHOOLS. 


Mr. CAINE: I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Local Government Board if he 
is aware that for years past the children 
of the Barrack Schools at Sutton are 
arrayed along the public highway for the 
purpose of attracting alms from persons 
going to and from the Derby Race at 
Epsom ; that police are employed to keep 
the path between the children and the 
road clear of passers-by, so that the money 
flung from the carriages falling short of 
the arrayed children may be picked up 
by lads belonging to the school ; that the 
school band is kept playing to attract 
attention, and the infants are exposed in 
a field by the railway to draw money 


{COMMONS} 


‘from the passengers, and that many of 
these scholars are the children of respect- 
able widows and others who object to 
this proceeding, which is also condemned 
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by a strong minority of the Sutton 
guardians and a number of the rate- 
payers, and will he instruct the guar- 


_dians to discontinue the practice. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: This subject 
was on several occasions brought before 
my predecessor in office, who declined to 
interfere, and stated that he thought the 
matter must be left to the judgment of 
the managers. I see no reason to dissent 
from the view which he took with regard 
to it. 


NEW CUSTOMS DUTIES—PRE- 
VENTIVE OFFICERS’ WAGES. 

Mr. GUEST (Plymouth): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the ‘Treasury 
whether, in view of the further duties 
and responsibilities entailed on the 
preventive officers under the proposed 
coal export tax and sugar duty, the 
time has now arrived to reconsider 
their claims for a genera! improvement 
in their prospects in regard to promo- 
tion and salary. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 


The question of the provision which it 


‘may be necessary to make to meet the 


additional work imposed upon the de- 
partment in connection with the new 
duties has already engaged the attention 
of the Board, but | am not in a position 
to make any statement on the subject 
at present. 


P.O. TELEGRAPHS—FINANCES. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Canter- 
bury): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, whether, in the account 
showing the gross amount received on 
account of the telegraph service of this 
country for the year ending 31st March. 
1900 (£3,847,000), the sum received as 
royalties from the National Telephone 


‘Company is included; if so, what is 


the amount paid by the Telephone Com- 
pany ; and whether his attention has 
been called to the Parliamentary Paper. 
Post Office Telegraphs, No. 34, dated 
2ist February, 1901, in which it is 


set forth that the loss on the working 
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of the telegraphs in this country is 
£587,452 for the year; if so, whether 
he will consent to the immediate appoint- 
ment of a commission or committee to 
inquire into this question of a growing 
deficit in the telegraph administration. 


Mr. AUSTEN 
The sum received from the National 
Telephone Company for royalties 
during the period in question was 
£129,853 16s.. 10d. It was included 
in the account of gross telegraph re- 
ceipts. 


committee. 


LT 


CHOOL ACCOMMODATION IN 


CHESHIRE. 


Mr. SAMUEL SMITH (Flintshire): | 


I beg to ask the Vice-President of the 
Committee of Council on Education 


whether his attention has been drawn | 


to the inadequacy of the elementary 


school accommodation in the districts | 


of Liscard, Wallasey, and Poulton-cum- 
Seacombe, Cheshire, and particularly in 


the Liscard district, in which, with a | 


present population reported as over 
28,000, there were at the last report 


of the Birkenhead Union officer only | 


3,020 public elementary school places ; 
whether he is aware that, as a result 
of this inadequacy, the School Board 
for Poulton-cum-Seacombe are continu- 


ally receiving applications for admission | 


to their schools of children not resident 
within the area controlled by the board ; 
whether, in any inquiry on the subject 
ordered by the Board of Education, the 
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CHAMBERLAIN : | 


The Postmaster General thinks | 
that no useful purpose would be served | 
by the appointment of the suggested | 
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| Lawson, Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk): My 

right hon. friend wishes me to say that 

communications have been received 
jalleging a deficiency, but according to 
the information possessed by the Board 
| of Education there is none. The answer 
| to the second paragraph is in the nega- 
| tive. The Board of Education would 
|inquire into the existence of private 
schools. The suggestion in the fourth 
| paragraph shall be considered. 

AID GRANT TO VOLUNTARY 
SCHOOLS. 

Sir JAMES RANKIN (Hereford- 
‘shire, Leominster): I beg to ask the 
| Vice-President of the Committee of 
| Council on Education whether, having 
reference to the last paragraph of the 
circular issued by the Board of Educa- 
tion relating to schemes for aid grant 
to voluntary schools, in the case of a 
voluntary school conducted in premises 
owned by a private individual and 
occupied by the managers without 
payment of rent, or at a nominal rent, 
and towards the maintenance of which 
school the voluntary contributions are 
considered reasonable by the governing 
body of the Voluntary Schools Associa- 
tion, to which the school belongs, in 
the event of altered pecuniary circum- 
stances of the owner of such school, 
or change of ownership by death or 
otherwise, the Board of Education 
would sanction a new or an increased 
|charge for rent, reasonable in amount, 
‘and at the same time allow payment 
‘of aid grant to the school under the 
| Voluntary Schools Act of 1897. 


existence of a large number of objection- | 


able private dwelling-house schools in | 


the Liscard district would come within 
the scope of the inquiry ; and whether, 


seeing that the small cottage-dwelling | 


population of Wallasey and Liscard has 
increased enormously in recent years, 
and is likely to increase still further 
in future, the Board of Education will 
consider the advisability of ordering a 
united school board for the Urban 


District of Wallasey, which would in- | 
clude the districts of Liscard, Wallasey, | 


and Poulton-cum-Seacombe, in time for 
the school board election in September 
next. 


THE SECRETARY to tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Grant 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON (for Sir 
| J. Gorst): Every case of a new or 
increased rent is dealt with on its merits, 
but the Board of Education would not 
as a rule refuse aid grant, provided 
that such rent was met by a corre- 
sponding increase in the voluntary con- 
tributions. 


| SHEEP BREEDING IN THE ISLAND OF 
| LEWIS. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
| Advocate, as representing the Secretary 
\for Scotland, having regard to the 
| statement contained on page xvii. of 
| the Appendix to the Report of the Con- 
| gested Districts Board, that in the 
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parishes of Barvas, Uig, Lochs, and in the 
eastern portion of the parish of Storno- 
way, Island of Lewis, the sheep are 
inferior, and that better rams are 
required; will he state whether any 
arrangements have been made to meet 
the requirementsof therespective parishes 
in the matter ; and, if so, to what extent. 


*THe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GraHaM Mvrray, Buteshire) : If the hon. 
Member will refer to page xvii. of the 
Report of the Congested Districts Board 
he will see that this question is mixed 
up with the question of over-stocking. 
The Congested Districts Board are con- 
sidering both matters, and the needs of 
the particular localities mentioned will 
be kept in view along with the rest, with 
the purpose of making such arrange- 
ments as shall seem desirable. 


CONGESTION IN ISLAND OF LEWIS. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 

Advocate whether the Secretary for 
Scotland has received from the Land- 
ward Committee of the Stornoway 
Parish Council a petition stating that 
the crofters, cottars, and squatters, with 
their families and dependents, are suffer- 
ing throughout the Island of Lewis 
hardships which they allege to be trace- 
able to the congestion now rapidly 
becoming moreacute, and that this state of 
things is due to the apparently deter- 
mined opposition of the proprietor to 
grant land and house sites on favourable 
terms ; is he aware that although the 
Congested Districts Board have applied 
to the proprietor of the island for the 
farms of Aiguish, Gress, and Croir for 
the purpose of settling the people on the 
land, the Board have not succeeded in 
securing a single acre ; and, in view of the 
rapidly increasing population of the 
island, and the misery resulting from 
the want of land whereon to house the 
people, will the Secretary for Scotland 
consider the expediency of introducing 
legislation which in cases such as this will 
enable him to acquire the land com- 
pulsorily. 

*Mr. A. GRAHAMSMURRAY: The 
possibility of acquiring land in the Lewis 
is still under the consideration of the 
Congested Districts Board. The Secre- 


tary for Scotland cannot undertake to 
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introduce legislation on the lines indi- 
cated by the hon. Member. 


INVERNESS-SHIRE DEER FORESTS. 

Mr. JOHN DEWAR (Inverness) : | 
beg to ask the Lord Advocate if he will 
state the number of acres which have 
been added to the deer forest area in 
Inverness-shire since the Deer Forest 
Commissioners issued their Report ; and 
will he say how much of the land which 
was scheduled in Inverness-shire as 
suitable for the settlement of the people 
is now in the occupation of crofters and 
cottars. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: | 
would refer the hon. Member to a 
Return giving the name and_ other 
particulars in respect of each deer 
forest in the six Highland crofting 








counties which, after much trouble and 
expense, was prepared and issued in the 
session of 1899—Parliamentary Paper 
No. 346. It\would be difficult to obtain 
accurately the information which the 
hon. Member now desires, and _ the 
Secretary for Scotland does not consider 
that the usefulness of such a Return 
would be at all commensurate with the 
trouble and expense that would be in- 
volved by its collection and preparation. 


NORTH SEA FISHERIES CONVENTION 

—SCOTTISH WEST COAST FISHERIES. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate, as representing the Secretary 
for Scotland, whether, at the Inter- 
national Fisheries Conference now being 
held, efforts will be made to induce the 
States Signatories of the North Sea 
Convention, 1882, to allow the sea area 
off the West Coast of Scotland to be 
regarded as outside the sea areas con- 
trolled by the Convention. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
sea area off the West of Scotland never 
has been within the sea area controlled 
by the Convention, and accordingly no 
efforts of the kind indicated seem to be 
called for. 


MORAY AND CLYDE FISHERIES. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON : I beg to 
ask the Lord Advocate if the Govern- 
ment will instruct their delegates, at the 
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Convention to be held on 6th May, to! school boards, who will no doubt be 
press for an extension of the three-mile | guided by their own legal advisers. I 
limit to thirteen miles, or at any rate to| am not aware that the legality of any 
such modifications of it as will prevent | action taken in the direction indicated 
our fishing communities on the Moray | has been challenged. 
and Clyde Firths being ruined by | 
foreign trawlers. _ ; 
AYRSHIRE PRISON VISITING 
*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The | ip 
subject mentioned by the hon. Member; Mr. ORR-EWING (Ayr Burghs): I 
does not primarily fall within the scope | beg to ask the Lord Advocate whether 
of the deliberation of the Conference ; he is aware that at the statutory meeting 
and while this and kindred subjects will | of the County Council of Ayrshire, held 
necessarily be kept in view, it would be, , last December, all the members of the 
in the judgment of the Government, Visiting Committee for Ayr Prison 
inexpedient to issue definite instructions declined to offer themselves for re- 
to the delegates on any single point. | election on account of the manner in 
_which the recommendations of that 
LANDING PLACES AT LOCHS, LEWIS. | Committee had been dealt with by the 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord | Prison Commissioners, and that the 


Advocate, as representing the Secretary | ere thereafter passed a resolution 
for Scotland, seeing that page xvii. of the , VIDS we - — members ™ 
Appendix to the Report of the Congested | *°TV€ 0? Ayr Prison Visiting Committee ; 
Districts Board shows that landing- | and if he can explain how the situation 
places in Broad Bay and certain parts of | “TOS® and if onvsd _ can be taken to 
the parish of Lochs, Lewis, need improve- remedy the present state of affairs. 

ment, will he state what steps it is pro- 


Saad is tals Stk View anedles: *Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: As the 


hon. Member is aware, a Departmental 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The Committee was putes by the Secre- 
Congested Districts Board will consider | ‘TY for mom 28 shied a sere into 
any application which may be made to ue eae — eae 
them in the light of the circumstances | '"* pecrennses us Committee considere 
of each case, but the initiative in such and reported on, amongst other things, 
matters lies with the county councils. the recommendations put forward by 
the representatives who gave evidence 
on behalf of the Visiting Committee of 
Ayr Prison—in August, 1900. At their 
meeting in December, 1900, the Ayr- 
shire County Council resolved not to 
appoint members to the Visiting Com- 
mittee, but made no official intimation 
of the fact to the Secretary for Scotland. 
Upon inquiry, the Secretary for Scotland 
petent for Scotch school boards to assist ae aa ng yk a 
out of the school board rates in Scotland },4 appointed sscudinNiniaa. <x: eaaioasilaidi 


he rac astuction ok evening ith da satutory dy, but that the 
age, in such subjects satiiean act toleie | county council had declined to do so. 
the Code of Regulations for continuation | ey fe ee ae 
classes. as. for example, algebra dyna- | propose to take any steps In the matter, 
a anced etilentiame:. viateeiies ti: | the remedy is, in the present state of 
Rcka condi cae cond aids! affairs, in the hands of the county council. 
I 8, g, and machine construc- | 

tion. 


EVENING SCHOOL INSTRUCTION IN 
SCOTLAND. 

Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) : 
I beg to ask the Lord Advocate whether, 
having regard to the provisions of the 
Code of Regulations tor Continuation 
Classes, issued by the Scotch Education 
Department for 1901, it will be com- 


Mr. ORR-EWING : Is the right hon. 
*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The) Gentleman aware that the recommenda- 
question raised by the hon. Member is} tions of the county council have never 
one primarily for the consideration of been inquired into ? 
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*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY : Some ; TRINITY COLLEGE, DUBLIN, ACCOUNTS. 
of the members of the council gave) Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the Chief 
evidence before the Committee, and if | Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
they were so inaccurate in their evidence | Ireland whether, in view of the fact that 
as not to bring the recommendations | Trinity College, Dublin, does not publish 


before the Committee, I should say that | any accounts of its revenue and expendi- 


was their own fault. ture, he can undertake to bring in a Bill 
|requiring Trinity College to publish 
CROIR FARM, LEWIS. |annually an account of its revenue and 


Mr. WEIR: "i 3 q | expenditure in a form similar to that in 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord | which the accounts of the University of 


Advocate, as representing the Secretary | ngeon “a 

for Scotland, whether proceedings vai Glasgow are published. 
been taken by Major Matheson against | WN wT. 

the landless ioe of Bernera, who | es ee oe 

recently signified their intention of | 

taking possession of Croir Farm, Bernera, IRISH PROVINCIAL DISTRICT 
Island of Lewis, which they were led to | REGISTRIES. 

believe would be available when the late) Mr. O'DOHERTY: I beg to ask Mr. 
tenant’s lease expired in July last ; and| Attorney General for Ireland whether 
whether he is aware that the farm was any decision has been arrived at by the 
for many years in the occupation of the | Lord Chancellor of Ireland with reference 
people, and that the present applicants | to the establishment of provincial dis- 
are prepared to pay fair rentals for the | trict registries for the issue of writs of 
land. -summons in Ireland. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The _THE ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
answer to the first paragraph of the IRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, London- 
hon. Member’s question is in the affirma- derry, N.): No demand has been made 
tive, though I have no knowledge for some years for the establishment of 
regarding the allegation made therein. such registries, and when the subject 
The statement made in the second para- | W4S last considered by the Lord Chan- 


graph does not affect the matter, as Croir | cellor he came to the conclusion no 
Harm is let on lease. public convenience would be served by 


adopting the course suggested. 
puing £8 


LOUGH CORRIB DRAINAGE TRUSTEES ; 
—GALWAY WOOLLEN MILLS. GAMBLING OFFICES IN BELFAST. 
Mr. DILLON : I beg to ask the Chief} Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON: I beg 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of | to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Ireland whether an obstruction to the | Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
flow of water from the water wheel of the | aware that a number of betting and 
Galway woollen mill has been pointed | gambling offices exist in Belfast ; and 
out to the engineer of the Board of | can he explain why the police autho- 
Works ; whether this obstruction is due | rities, who have been furnished with the 
to the neglect of the Lough Corrib names and addresses of the proprietors, 
Drainage Trustees ; and can he explain | have not taken action to put a stop to 
why the Board of Works has not caused | illegal proceedings connected with these 
the obstruction to be removed. | places. In putting this question may 
‘I explain that I do so at the unanimous 
Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- | request of a largely-attended meeting 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): The | in Belfast which passed a resolution 
obstruction has been allowed to remain | asking me to do so. 
in order to support the retaining wall, | 
which is alleged to be defective. The) Mr. ATKINSON: Perhaps I may be 
maintenance of this wall rests in the| permitted to reply to this question. 
Drainage Trustees, who have undertaken | My hon. friend has not been altogether 
to repair it. The Board of Works will | correctly informed. A few years ago 
see that such repairs are carried out. | the police raided two of these betting 
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offices in Belfast, and the owners and|the Shannon with Lough Erne and the 
their clerks were prosecuted and heavily | Ulster Canal, and thus establish direct 
fined. But since then very little busi- water communication between Limerick 
ness has, I understand, been transacted | and Belfast ; is he aware that the Board 
in such offices, and the police have not of Works some years ago erected a dam 
been able to obtain sufficient evidence at Ballyconnell closing the lock, and 
to enable them to obtain a warrant thus blocking up the canal for the pur- 
under the Gaming Acts. Most of the | poses of navigation, and flooding tracts 
betting is now carried on in the streets, of low-lying lands along its banks and 
and in such a manner as not to infringe | rendering useless this expenditure of 
the clause in the local Act dealing with | £220,000 ; and will the Government 


ambling. take any steps to put this canal in order, 
§ co} | y Pp I 
'so that the waterway between Belfast. 
GUN LICENCES IN IRELAND. |and Limerick may be utilised. 


Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary, S.): I wate ; Pee 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the Mr. WYNDHAM: Communication 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether between Lough Erne and Belfast was 
he is aware that Mr. David Quane, afforded by the Ulster Canal, which was 
a respectable merchant residing in Tip- completed in 1842. The height of the 
perary, has been refused a licence to. floods is regulated by the weir and sluices 
carry a gun by the local resident magis- placed across the Woodford river at 
trate, and, on memorial, by the Lord | Ballyconnell as part of the original navi- 
Lieutenant ; whether he is aware that | 84tion works, and is not affected by the 

dam placed at the canal lock. Very 


the High Sheriff for the county of Tip- ; 4 

perary recommended Mr. Quane as a considerable expenditure would be neces- 
proper person to grant a licence to; Sry. in order to re-open this canal for 
and whether he will state the reasons | 2@Vigation, and it is doubtful whether 


why Mr. Quane has been so treated. there would ever be traffic to justify 
x such expenditure. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: Mr. Quane’s licence 
to keep firearms was revoked by the! 
Lord Lieutenant in 1891. His subse- 
quent applications for a renewal of the 
licence have been refused; it would be 
contrary to practice to state the reasons 
for the refusal. 


INFLAMMATORY PLACARDS AT 
THOMASTOWN. 

Mr. O'MARA: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he is aware that the police 

‘tore down and destroyed placards and 
notices convening a legal meeting of the 
Mr. CULLINAN : Is there any reason United Irish League in Thomastown, 

why the case should not be reconsidered ? | 0? Sunday, 21st April last ; and will 
he state by whose authority the police 
Mr. WYNDHAM said it had never 2¢ted in this manner. 

been the custom to give reasons, and he Lene, a! 

did not wish to set a precedent. Mr. WYNDHAM: The _ placards 

were of an inflammatory character, 


Mr. FLAVIN : What is the qualifica- calculated to provoke a breach of the 
tion necessary for a licence ? peace, and were removed by the police 
acting under the orders of the District 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! _ Inspector. 
BALLYCONNELL AND BALLINAMORE IRISH GRANTS-IN-AID. 
CANAL. Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief 
8 


Mr. M‘GOVERN (Cavan, W.): I beg Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord | land whether there is to the credit of any 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is fund any money from the Probate Grant 
aware that the construction of the which the Irish unions have not received ; 
Ballyconnell and Ballinamore Canal and whether the passing of the Poor Law 
cost over £220,000; and that it was/| Superannuation (Ireland) Bill would 
intended that this canal should connect | enable the Irish unions to receive this 
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or any additional money from the Pro-|I believe, practically settled, and will 


bate Grant or from any other Govern- 
ment source. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The reply to both 
paragraphs is in the negative. 


IRISH POOR LAW OFFICERS. 

Mr. TULLY : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he can state the total 
number of all officers and all servants 
in the employment of all the Irish unions 
at the date of the last Local Government 
Board Annual Report ; and also for the 
same period the total number of all 
officers, including medical officers, and 
all servantswho have given their full time 
to the discharge of their duties under 
the present Poor Law Superannuation 
Acts. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: 
officers and servants employed in each 
union are furnished to the Board annu- 
ally in October. As soon as the last 
Returns have been tabulated the infor- 
mation desired in the first part of the 
question will be sent to the hon. Member. 
The Board has no records which would 
enable it to give the information desired 
in the second part of the question. But 


Returns of the 


shortly be lodged. 


COOKSTOWN POLICE FORCE. 

Mr. DOOGAN (Tyrone, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu. 
tenant of Ireland can he state the number 
respectively of the Roman Catholic, Pro- 
testant, and Presbyterian policemen who 
were stationed in Cookstown when the 
present district inspector took charge 
in 1891, and how many of each denomi- 
nation were there in January, 1896, and 
in January, 1901; can he explain the 
discrepancy in the relative proportions 
of Roman Catholics in the last period as 
compared with 1891 and 1896, and has 
he any official information showing that 
the reduction of Roman Catholic police. 
men resulted in the betterment of law 
and order in Cookstown. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The present dis- 
trict inspector took charge in May, 1890, 
when the numbers were 10, 5, and 4 
respectively. In January, 1896, the 
numbers were 11, 5, and 4; and in 
January last they stood at 10, 10, and 5. 
These variations are due to ordinary 
fluctuations, which are not peculiar to 
Cookstown. The existence of party feel- 
ing and the ebullitions which occasionally 





if the hon. Member wishes to know the 
number of pensionable Poor Law officers | 
employed at the present date, I will en- | 
deavour to ascertain the number. | 
ANNALLY ESTATE, COUNTY CLARE. | 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: 


arise from it are not dependent upon the 
relative religious proportions of the local 
police force. 


COOKSTOWN ORANGE RIOTS. 
Mr. DOOGAN : I beg to ask the Chief 


|Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
I beg | Ireland whether his attention has been 


to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord | called to the frequency of the Orange 


Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state the cause of the delay in the sale 
of the Lord Annally Estate, in Bally- 
vaughan and New Quay, county Clare ; 
and how long ago it was offered to the 
tenants, 


fy Mk. WYNDHAM: Lord Annally is 
owner of this estate only as the repre- 
sentative of the late Colonel White. On 
the Ballyvaughan portion sales have 
already been effected to a number of the 
tenants, and will be carried out in other 
eases when the tenants settle their arrears 
of rent. The delay on the New Quay 





riots which have taken place in Cookstown 
without any person having been made 
amenable ; whether he is aware that an 
Orange mob attacked a number of police 
on the 11th August last, and that no pro- 


_ ceedings were taken, although some of the 


police were maimed for life ; that a similar 
mob wrecked a number of Roman Catho- 
lic houses on the 19th of October last, for 
which damage compensation had to be 
paid, and that no one was prosecuted for 
riotous conduct ; and that on the 12th 
April last another riot took place, when 
the police were stoned, and two of them 
wounded ; whether the official reports 


portion of the estate has been due to the | show that this riot might have been pre- 


settlement of the rental; this is now, | vented by an earlier attendance of the 
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officer in charge of the police, and by 


directing his men to take precautions to 


prevent the opposing parties from coming 
into collision: and whether he will take 
steps to prevent the recurrence of these 
outbreaks. 


~ Mr. WYNDHAM: One policeman was 
injured on the 11th of August, but not 
maimed for life. No houses were wrecked 
on the second occasion in October, though 
considerable damage was done to windows. 
It was impossible to institute proceedings 
in connection with either of these occur- 
rences, as the actual stone-throwers could 
not be identified, and no overt act could 
be proved against any person. With 
regard to the riot on the 12th April, 
fourteen persons have been sent for trial 
to the next Assizes. The official reports 
show that every precaution against dis- 
turbance on this occasion was taken by 
the district inspector, who so disposed of 
his men as to prevent an actual collision 
between the parties, the result being that 
the police were stoned by both sides. 
Every effort will be made to prevent the 
recurrence of such outbreaks. 


Mr. FLAVIN : Is the right hon. Gen- 
tleman aware of any cases in the south of 
Ireland where Catholics have attacked 
Orangemen ? 


[No answer was returned. | 


IRISH INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS. 


Mr. CULLINAN: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he will state the 
respective number of Roman Catholic 
and Protestant children admitted into 
industrial schools in Ireland in the years 
1894, 1895, 1899, and 1900. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The numbers are 
Roman Catholics, 1,093, 1,177, 839, 
and 901; Protestants, 134, 153, 116, 
and 121 respectively. 


MOUNTNUGENT INTIMIDATION 
CASE 


Mr. M‘GOVERN : I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that a 
man named Bartley was summoned by a 
man named Sheridan to the petty sessions 
held in Mountnugent, county Cavan, on 
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25th ultimo for intimidation and 
threatening language on 14th and 21st 
April, when Mr. Sullivan, resident 
magistrate, was the only magistrate at 


‘the petty sessions ; is he aware that the 


complainant Sheridan swore that the 
defendant Bartley never spoke to him 
on either of those days; and will he 
inquire from the magistrate on what 
evidence he convicted Bartley, and on 
what grounds he imposed a sentence of 
three months imprisonment in default 
of bail for good behaviour. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Mr. Sheridan 
admitted that the defendant had not 
spoken to him on the 14th and 2Ist 
April. But the acts complained of, and 
proved, were that the defendant, with a 
number of other persons, used intimida- 
tion towards him on these dates, and no 
evidence was tendered to refute the 
evidence of Mr. Sheridan. The defendant 
entered into sureties for his future good 
behaviour. 


IRISH INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION 
BOARD—LADY EXAMINERS. 

Mr. M*FADDEN (Donegal, E.) : I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state how many lady examiners are 
employed by the Intermediate Education 
Board of Ireland; and why, having 
regard to the number of Irish ladies who 
are graduates of the Royal University 
of Ireland, more lady examiners should 
not be employed ; and will he say whether 
appointments to the office of examiners 
under the Board are made after com- 
petitive examination. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Five lady ex- 
aminers are employed in the present 
year by the Intermediate Education 


Board. The answer to the second 
paragraph is in the negative. 
,PORTNOO PIER—COUNTY DONEGAL. 


Mr. BOYLE (Donegal, W.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if the attention 
of the Congested Districts Board has been 
called to the unsatisfactory state of the 
pier at Portnoo, county Donegal ; is he 
aware that the Board sent engineers to 
view and report on the condition of the 
pier ; and will he state the purport of the 
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| of the River Burren, including the sink- 


aware that at Portnoo there is not even a) ing of a new channel from Hanover, 


boatslip for fishing boats; and, con- 
sidering the number of fishing boats that 
have to call at Portnoo during the fishing 
season and the hardships entailed by 


the absence of any safe landing place, | 
proper | 


will he see that at least a 
boatslip will be constructed before the 
ensuing fishing season commences. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I cannot disclose 
the purport of the reports made to 
public departments by their engineers. 
The cost of a serviceable pier would be in 
excess of any sum which the Congested 
Districts Board would be able to provide. 
The question of the construction of a 
boatslip will be considered by the Board. 


BIRR AND PORTUMNA RAILWAY. 
Mr. ROCHE (Galway, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he will 
state the amount expended in the con- 
struction of the Birr and Portumna line 
of railway ; whether he is aware that the 
Great Southern and Western Company 
worked the line for ten years, and then 
declined to do so unless they got special 
terms; and that the Board of Trade 
then took charge of the line. and at 
length withdrew the caretakers whom 
they had employed to look after the line 
for several years ; and can he state who is 
responsible for the fact that the rails, 
sleepers, and the station house were 
allowed to be carried off or stolen. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The cost of con- 
struction of this line was about £80,000. 
The Great Southern and Western Com- 
pany worked the line for ten vears, and 
when, their lease expired in 1878 they 
surrendered the line, which then fell 
into the hands of the Public Works Loans 
Commissioners as first mortgagees. The 
rails, etc., were carried away by irre 
sponsible persons. 


RIVER BURREN DRAINAGE. 


Mr. HAMMOND (Carlow): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- , 
tenant of Ireland is he aware that prior to 
the year 1855 a considerable sum _ of 
money was expended in works connected 
with the drainage of land in the district 





contiguous to the town of Carlow, to 
Garryhill and Milltown, in the county of 
Carlow, and that the River Burren 
Drainage Board has since then been re- 
sponsible for the maintenance of the 
river within these limits; that of late 
years the flow of this river through the 
town of Carlow to its junction with the 
River Barrow within the town has be. 
come obstructed by the accumulation of 
sand and other matter in the bed of the 
river, with the result that damage to 
goods and property has been periodically 
occasioned by the overflow of the river; 
and, as no individual or Local Board 
would appear to be amenable in this 
matter, would he state who are the par- 
ties or the authority responsible for the 
maintenance of the river from Hanover 
to its confluence with the Barrow. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No party or local 
authority appears to be responsible for 
the maintenance of that portion of the 
River Burren to which reference is made 
in the question. 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION’S DELAYS. 

Mr. M‘'GOVERN: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he can state the cause 
of the delay in issuing land certificates 
to tenants who have purchased their 
holdings through the Irish Land Com- 
mission ; and, have some of these certifi- 
cates, that were ordered and paid for by 
tenants in the county Cavan so far back 
as the first week in February, not been 
yet delivered; how many clerks are 
employed by the Land Commission, the 
central office of Local Registration Office ; 
and how many of them are junior clerks. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Fourteen applica- 
tions for certificates were lodged from 
Cavan in February ; twelve certificates 
have been issued, and in the remaining 
two cases the delay is due solely to the 
fact that the tenants failed to give suft- 
cient information. Particulars as to the 
clerical staff of the Departments men- 
tioned will be found in the printed Esti- 
mates. 


EMIGRATION| FROM MUNSTER. 


Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
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Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- | edit and conduct their respective news- 
tion has been called to the emigration | papers, and whether he will state exactly 
from the province of Munster in the year | what the privileges were, or consent 
1900, namely, 17,933, or 15°3 per 1,000 | to lay upon the Table of the House copies 
| of the orders made by the visiting justices. 


of the population of the whole province, 
and, seeing that Munster is, agricul- 
turally, the richest province in Ireland, 


In putting the question I wished to ask 


‘the right hon. Gentleman whether he 


whether he has any official information | 


showing why the emigration from it is as 
large as that from the poorest province, 


Connaught, where the majority of the 
holdings are not large enough to support | 


a family, and where the fertile portions 
are in the hands of the minority; and 
whether he will this session introduce 
legislation which may induce these emi- 
grants from Ireland to remain at home. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: There is no official 
information showing the causes to which 


this emigration is due, but I conceive it is | 


very largely dependent upon the demand 
for labour in America. ‘The reply to the 
last paragraph is in the negative. 


An Hon. Memper: Is it not the fact 
that the emigration is attributable to the 


'to make the statement that 


impossibility of living on the land in| 


Treland ? 


OMAGH BARRACKS. 

Mr. MURNAGHAN (Tyrone, Mid) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether it is the intention of the 
Department to effect changes in connec- 
tion with the Omagh Military Barracks, 
one of which is the establishment of a 
cavalry depOt there; is it proposed to 
increase barrack accommodation by the 
erection of additional buildings ; and has 
the land necessary for the purpose yet 
been obtained. : 


There is no inten- 


Lorp STANLEY : 


‘copy 


has received from Mr. Stead a letter in 
which he says that from the time he was 
a prisoner—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member knows that if this matter 
was brought to the Table it would not 
be allowed to be put on the Table. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: Might I 
ask the Home Secretary if he received a 
letter from Mr. Stead flatly contradicting 
the statement he made in the House ? 
I do not mean to say that the right 
hon. Gentleman wilfully misled the 
House, but I want to know who led him 
is now 
contradicted by Mr. Stead. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: Yes, Sir. Mr. Stead 
is the best judge of whether he could 
effectively conduct and edit a newspaper 
under the restrictions imposed upon him 
in prison, and I have nothing to amend in 
the answer I gave to the former question. 
In reply to the question on the Paper I 
have to say that it would not be in accord- 
ance with practice to lay on the Table a 
of the Minutes of the Visiting 
Committee, but I may say that by per- 


, mission of the Committee Mr. Stead was 


tion of establishing a cavalry depdét at | 


Omagh, nor is there any present inten- 
tion of increasing the barrack accommo- 
dation. 


THE IMPRISONMENT OF MR. M‘HUGH 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether he will inquire 
if any Minute or record of any sort was 
kept of the privileges allowed by the 


allowed to receive visits from Mr. Stout 
and Mr. Cook, of the Pall Mall Gazette, 
three times in each week, and to write 
and receive letters, but not to make any 
comments on the discipline and arrange- 
ments of the prison for publication. 
Mr. Stead had also to come under an 
undertaking not to write on the subject 
which led to his imprisonment. Mr. 
Yates was allowed to receive newspapers 
and books, and to write and receive 
letters. 


*Mr. DELANY: Will the right hon. 


'Gentleman inform the House whether 


Visiting justices to Messrs. Stead and_ 


Yates when in prison to enable them to 


Mr. M‘Hugh is being treated differently 
because he is imprisoned by the descend- 
ant of Lord Edward Fitzgerald. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN : I shall be 


obliged to again call attention to the 
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answer of the right hon. Gentleman, 
but arising out of it may I ask the Chief 
Secretary——— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Arising 
out ‘of the reply may I ask the Chief 
Secretary whether he will permit Mr. 
M‘Hugh—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


Mr. FLAVIN: On a point of order. 
am I not entitled to ask a supplementary 
question which arises directly out of the 
reply of the Home Secretary ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That is not a point 


of order. 


Mr. FLAVIN: I will put down a 


question on the matter. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask whether | am not within my 
right in giving notice now that I will 
ask the Chief Secretary a question at the 
end of questions. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 


knows that he can ask a question. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: In the 
exercise of my right I have asked the 
Home Secretary a question. I received 
a flat contradiction, but the right hon. 
Gentleman has now been contradicted 
by the person concerned. I claim that I 
am therefore entitled to know on whose 
instructions the right hon. Gentleman 
gave the reply he did. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND. asked 
the Chief Secretary whether, in view of 
the statement made by the Home Secre- 
tary in reference tothe treatment of Mr. 
Stead, he would consider the advisability 
of giving at least similar facilities to Mr. 
M‘Hugh. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he was unable 
to say whether Mr. M‘Hugh did not 
enjoy all the privileges extended to Mr. 
Stead. All Mr. M‘Hugh’s requests were 
acceded to except one, and he did not 
know whether that refusal constituted 
an inferiority in his position to that 


{COMMONS} 
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STRANORLAR AND GLENTIES 
RAILWAY. 

Mr. O'DOHERTY : I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether he 
can state the original contract price for 
the construction of the Stranorlar and 
Glenties Railway, county Donegal; what 
sum was allowed for extras by the arbi- 
trator who some time ago adjudicated 
upon the matters in dispute between the 
Board of Works and the contractors; 
has the sum so awarded been paid to the 
contractors; what was the amount of 
the costs and expenses incidental to said 
arbitration ; who has paid said costs and 
expenses ; and, if the Treasury, to what 
account will the sum so paid be charge. 
able; and can he say whether any 
further litigation is at present pending 
between the contractors and the Govern- 
ment, and, if so, what is its nature. 
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Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
original contract price was £98,335. 
£11,092 16s. 2d. was awarded by the 
arbitrator as extras out of £53,000 odd 
claimed. The sum awarded has been 
paid. The fee payable to the arbitrator 
was £932, half of which has been paid by 
the Government out of the Vote for Law 
Charges, Ireland. Further litigation is 
pending with reference to the incidence 
of the costs and other matters. 


DUBLIN POST OFFICE—SORTING 
STAFF. 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as, 
representing the Postmaster General 
whether he is aware that a portion of the 
work of the Dublin Sorting Office is being 
performed by auxiliary sorting clerks, 
although the Tweedmouth Committee 
recommended the abolition of auxiliary 
labour and the additional employment 
of permanent staff; and whether the 
increase of the established staff, promised 
last session by the Secretary to the 
Treasury, has yet taken place. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
Eighteen temporary sorting clerks are 
at present employed in the Dublin Sort- 
ing Office, chiefly as substitutes for 
absent officers, A revision of the estab- 
lishment will take place during the 
current year, and it is possible that a 





occupied by Mr. Stead. 


portion of the temporary force may then 
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be dispensed with ; but it is not possible}the harbour authority of Ballina to- 
to say anything definite on this point at | wards the maintenance of a light in 
present. The hon. Member appears to | Killala Bay. So far as I am aware, the 
be under a misapprehension in thinking | Board of Trade have no power to take 
that a promise was given last session | any steps for relieving the harbour 
that the established staff of the office | authority from any obligations which 
should be increased. The statement | they may be under with respect to the 











made was that “a small permanent 
addition to the numbers employed in the 
evening’ was contemplated, and such 
an addition has been made. 


GLENTIES (DONEGAL) MAILS. 


Mr. BOYLE: I beg to ask the Secre- | 


tary to the Treasury, as representing the 
Postmaster General, will he explain why 
the letters carried by the mid-day train 
arriving at Glenties, county Donegal, at 
about 12.30 p.m., are not delivered until 
the next day, and will steps be taken to 
have the letters delivered a reasonable 
time after and on the day of their arrival 
in Glenties ; and, if any complaints have 
reached the Postmaster General as to the 
negligence of the railway companies in 
carrying the mails by this mid-day train, 
and how often during the past two years 
have the railway companies failed to 
earry the mails. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
Postmaster General is having inquiry 
made, and he will cause the result to be 
communicated to the hon. Member as 
soon as possible. 


KILLALA BAY LIGHTS. 
Mr. CONOR O’KELLY (Mayo, N.): 


I beg to ask the President of the Board of | 
Trade whether his attention has been | 


directed to the fact that the Harbour 
Commissioners of Ballina make a yearly 
contribution of £30 a year for the main- 
tenance of a light in Killala Bay, and have 
so contributed for over thirty years ; 
whether he can state the conditions 
wider which the Ballina Commissioners 
make this contribution ; and whether, 


having regard to the fact that the | 


steamers and other vessels for whose 
benefit the light referred to is maintained 
pay nothing to the cost, he will inquire 
fully into the matter with a view to re- 
living the Ballina Harbour Board in 
future from the cost of the light in 


Killala Ba y. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have 
no information as to any contribution by 


| maintenance of such light, which, from 
‘its position, would appear to be for the 

benefit of local rather than of general 
| traffic. 


| 

| DUKE AND DUCHESS OF CORNWALL 
AND YORK—TITLE OF PRINCE AND 

PRINCESS OF WALES. 

Sir GEORGE NEWNES (Swansea) : 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury whether the Duke and Duchess 
of Cornwall and York will take the 
titles of Prince and Princess of Wales. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHE TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 
_E.): The decision of this matter rests 
entirely with His Majesty. 


TWELVE O’CLOCK RULE—PROPOSED 
AMENDMENT. 

Mr. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE 
(Sussex, Horsham): I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury if he will 
consider the advisability of amending 
the Standing Orders of the House so 
‘that the Twelve o’clock Rule shall not 
apply when the Orders of the Day are 
‘not reached within a definite period 
after the Speaker has taken the Chair. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: A question 
was put last week on this subject and 
postponed at my request. Difficulties 
| have arisen this session and in previous 
sessions through the unexpected pro- 
‘longation of private business, and I 
‘shall have no objection to the appoint- 
‘ment of a Committee to examine the 
| point. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Would 
‘it not be better to do away with the 
rule altogether, seeing it has to be so 
| frequently suspended ? 


| SCOTTISH SCHOOL BOARD FRANCHISE. 
| Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the First 
| Lord of the Treasury, seeing that the 
/Government is not prepared to intro- 
‘duce a Bill this session to extend the 
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school board franchise to all persons| this House doth agree with the Com. 
entitled to vote for the Parliamentary | mittee in the resolution— 
representative and at county and parish | 

council elections, will he afford facilities | COAL. 

for the consideration of the Bill now | “That there shall be charged on and 
before the House entitled the School | after the nineteenth day of April nine- 
Board Electorate (Scotland) Bill. teen hundred and one the following 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir, I| Customs export duty on Coal :— 


cannot promise the facilities asked for. | ¥ , £os. d. 
fi | Coal (including culm, coke, 
Mr. WEIR: Poor Scotland ! cinders, and manufac- 
tured fuel), perton .. 0 1 0” 


MUNICIPAL TRADING. 
Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.): [ beg, Question again proposed. 

to ask the First Lord of the Treasury | 

whether it is the intention of His; Debate resumed. 

Majesty’s Government to reappoint a, 

Select Committee on Municipal Trading,,; Stk EDWARD GREY (Northumber- 
so that they may continue and conclude land, Berwick): The First Lord of the 
the investigation commenced last year. Treasury, in assenting to the postpone- 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I shall be ment of this debate to another day, said 


glad to see this Committee reappointed that he did so with reluctance, on the 
5 "| ground that a certain amount of incon- 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. venience must be caused to a considerable 


: Fy bers ‘ 
Dr. FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- number of fom bere of the House. 
: ; ; Well, those of us who are anxious to have 
shire, W.): Is it proposed to take Scotch | a, heist Rea 
pee op : ‘ the opportunity of expressing our views 
Estimates on Friday, and, if so, in what | hi i ll lai 2 ak 
aeiher t on this tax at this stage must acknow- 
= ledge the courtesy with which the right 
Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN hon. Gentleman acceded to our request 
(Stirling Burghs): Perhaps the right to have the further opportunity we 
hon. Gentleman can say what the asked for the discussion of the question, 
course of business will be this week. ;and we must acknowledge also the 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR - The discussions forbearance of hon. Members of the 


. . | y ve been put to any incon- 
on the Budget resolutions have continued | House who have been put to any incon 
venience. In the interval, since the 


i er than I anticipated, and m é le 

ptt ee y adjournment of the debate last Thursday, 
arrangement of business has been some- : ae 
has’ Matavbed To-morrow (Tuesday) I may mention that, so far as information 
at the early sitting I propose to introduce a ap sre oe og ak and ane 
the Education Bill. On Thursday the 1. » ae 2 hoagie i oe ae 
resolution for the Civil List will be °* aa enh ‘‘’ the country 
brought forward in Committee of Ways Se er » I have become 
an” Tine onl on Wiley Bestsh almost a millionaire. The amount of 


Tis ill he tafe Mas Beall correspondence which I have received 
Advocate will make himself acquainted | has been very large, and, like other 
millionaires, I am now in the position 


with the general wishes of the House, . ‘al 
ae thea Taimmates Will be taken in wath of having rather more valuable materia 

Je c * J , « . 

. . spos é 0g ake 
order as will generally be convenient to ll ef MY > sgyndBacm T can mak 
Scotch Members. [ hope that, these ‘ > , 
arrangements being carried out, the! I do not desire to weary the House with 
tt will commence the discussion eh bree exhaustive statement of the case, 


. | ass at, if this resolution is passed, 
the Army resolution on Monday. | assuming that, if this resolution is passe 
F ithere will be subsequent opportunities 


ee | in Committee on the Finance Bill, when 

WAYS AND MEANS [18rn Apri]. |the more detailed objections to this tax 
REPORT. | can be presented at greater length. But 

Order read, for resuming adjourned | I hope one or two things will be got out 
debate on Question [2nd May], “‘ That| of the way before we reach the debates 
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on the Finance Bill—one or two con- | cussing those principles. Even the oldest 
siderations which have no bearing on | Member can hardly remember the time 
this tax, but which have been introduced | when the permanent principles of taxa- 
into the debate. The first of these is the | tion were a familiar subject of contro- 
consideration in connection with the | versy in the House of Commons ; and 
war. The hon. Member for Stockton on | there is a general reluctance to embark 
Thursday stated that he was bound to | on what used to be a well-known but is 











disappoint the expeetations of his friends 
by supporting this tax as a just demand 
on his patriotism by the necessities of 
the war; and there are gentlemen on 
the Opposition side of the House who, 
also from considerations connected with 
the war, are prepared to support this 
tax also. I entirely agree that when the 
country has been engaged in a war of this 
magnitude some financial burdens must 
be felt by the country at large. I think 
that for any large section of the com- 
munity possessing votes to be allowed to 
imagine that war can be indulged 
in without any demand upon their 
patriotism in connection with their 
pockets, as well as in other respects, 
would be an unwholesome and immoral 
doctrine. Therefore, in opposing this 
tax, | do not wish it to be supposed that 
I am complaining of the total amount 
which the Government propose to raise 
by taxation. My opposition would not be 
that the total amount which the Govern- 
ment propose to raise in the present year 
to meet the expenses of the year is too 
large. On the contrary, my complaint 
rather is that the amount is perhaps too 
small. But, holding that view on 
general principles, it does not absolve us 
from criticising the methods by which 
the Government propose to raise the 
money. But I do complain that this 
method in its operation is harsh and 
oppressive to particular districts ; while 
the amount of relief which it will give to 
the Exchequer is comparatively trifling. 
It must further be borne in mind that 
this coal tax is not a war tax at all. The 
whole foundation of the new taxes as 
introduced by the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer is that they are rendered 
necessary by the growing normal expen- 
diture of the country. This tax is to be 


a permanent tax, not a war tax, and as | 
nobody supposes that the war is to be | 
permanent, it must be judged, not by | 


the exigencies of the moment, but as an 
integral part of our system of finance, to 


be tried by the permanent principles of | 


taxation. The House is not used to dis- 
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| now an unfamiliar sea. The Chancellor 
‘of the Exchequer himself prefers to 
| paddle about in shallow water ; and if 
(the right hon. Gentleman goes a little 
| deeper sometimes into the question of 
| principle he provides himself with a plank 
| from the debates of about sixty years ago 
—a plank which comes from one of the 
greatest authorities, but which is not 
| always the one on which those who have 
| studied questions of finance would have 
most relied. As one who fears that the 
question of the principles of finance will 
more and more occupy the attention of 
the House, I should be delighted if I 
could believe that they are as simple and 
easy of application as the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer represented them to be 
in his speech. I have always understood 
that it was most difficult and at the same 
time most important to forecast the 
incidence of any particular tax, because 
the question of how and on whom the 
burden will fall makes all the difference 
in the merits of the tax. In this coal tax 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer sees 
very little difficulty. He sees only two 
people—the foreign consumer and the 
coalowner ; and he consoles himself by 
thinking that in proportion as he misses 
the foreign consumer he will hit the 
coalowner, and that there is an end 
of the matter. If the application of a 
new tax and its consequences were really 
so simple a matter, there would be far 
greater competition for the post of Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer than is likely to 
be the case in these days. But the diffi- 
culties are far greater than the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer is aware of. 

Let us take the argument of the 
foreign consumer. Supposing — that 
British coal has such a monopoly that 
the foreign consumer is going cheer- 
fully to pay the shilling increase, 
and that the revenue gained will come 
out of his pocket. That is not the 
end of the matter, even if it were the 
beginning. The foreign consumer is not 
so simple and passive a person as some 
| people suppose. If his pocket is reached, 
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his first thought will be how he can;German, and thus with a tax of 1s. the 


retaliate. In every country affected, | 
we may depend upon it there will be a | 
casting about for export taxes in that | 
country, by which something can be got 
from British trade in return. But the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer seems to 
think that the supply of British coal 
really rules the market abroad. I do not 
believe that that is so; and, therefore, | 
do not believe that the foreign consumer 
will pay the full shilling of this tax. On 
figures showing that in spite of the | 
increasing price the export of British 
coal has increased, the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer has founded an argument 
that British coal has a monopoly. But 
that increased price has been due to the 
operation of the law of supply and de- 
mand, applying not only to the British 
trade, but to the coal trade at large. 
I except, for the purposes of this case, 
the very best classes ot Welsh coal ; but 
as regards a large proportion of British 
coal the high price has been due to the 
law of supply and demand. The real 


test as to whether British coal rules the 
market is to be found in the margin of 
price by which the British coalowner 


secures his contracts in the foreign mar- 
ket. I do not wish to weary the House 
with quotations, but I should like to give 
two which bear on this question of the 
margin of price. The first is from an 
agent abroad of Messrs. Thomas Wilson 
and Son, of Hull. He writes— 

“ You seem to have gone wrong about coal, 
as the whole of England, and I am afraid 
they will find they will lose many foreiga 
markets if they do not give up the idea of | 
putting on the proposed tax. Germany ex- 
ported 9,500,000 tons during 1891, 10,360,000 
tons during 1895, 13,943,000 tons during 1899, 
and 15,275,000 tons last year, and if there had 
not been such a large demand from the German 
ironworks they could have exported double the 
quantity. Now the tables have turned, and | 
German agents are trying all over to place the 
coals which they cannot sell at home, in spite 
of the restriction in the output of 20 per cent. 
on all German pits.” 

Since I entered the House a telegram 
has reached me to the effect that that 
restriction of 20 per cent. in all the 
Westphalian pits has now been reduced 
to 10 per cent., obviously in the expec- 
tation that when this handicap has been 
put on British coal, German coal will 
from the very beginning have an oppor- 
tunity of a greater sale. Well, to con- | 
tinue the extract from the letter— 
“The Swedish railway consider the Nor- 
thumberland coals only 4d. per ton better than 


Sir Edward Grey. 


‘or loose talk as any man living. 


English coals are at a disadvantage of 8d. per 
ton. The Swedish Lloyd running to German, 
French, and Belgian ports find that the West- 
phalian coals are worth to them about 10 to 15 
per cent. more than English or Scottish coal.” 

Now, Sir, the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer dealt with the best Welsh steam 
coals, but when he came to the north of 
England he laid stress on the monopoly 
it had of the best gas coal. He did not 
think that a large portion of Northumber- 
land coal is steam coal, and that it has 
no monopoly ; and that is the sort of 
competition to which the Northumber- 
land coal is exposed. The other quotation 
[ will not give at length to the House. 
I have singled out the first quotation 


| because Messrs. Wilson and Sons’ firm 


probably stands as high as any as regards 
knowledge and experience of the coal 
and shipping trades. The next quotation 
I will give is from Sir Lindsay Wood, 
who came on a deputation to the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer. The right hon. 
Gentleman turned a deaf ear to it at 
once, and I cannot pretend that it has any 
special claim on his attention at this 
moment ; but I should likc to give it to 
the House, because it has been stated 
that there has been a great deal of excite- 
ment and exaggeration in the coal trade. 
Sir Lindsay Wood is well known as a 
man deeply interested in the coal trade, 
and is about as little liable to excited 
and loose talk as anyone. Moreover, he 
is, so far as politics are concerned, a 
supporter of the Government. I will 
put it stronger. Sir Lindsay Wood is 
as incapable of indulging in exciting 
His 
statement is this— 


“The tax was not levied upon the general 
coal districts of the whole of England, but 


| was confined only to a few districts, and only 


a few of the people in those districts. One 
shilling per ton on coal was an enormous tax 
on the percentage of the value of the coal. In 
some instances it was nearly 10 per cent. upon 
the price obtained at a normal period ; in 
other cases it was nearly 25 per cent. upon the 
values; and it was impossible for the trade to 
be carried on with such an enormous addition 
to its cost. It was said that they might get a 
shilling out of the foreigner, but all their in- 
formation since that duty had been proposed 
was that the foreigners would not pay it, and 
it must revert back to the coalowners. The 
competition of foreign ports so handicapped us 
now that there was net much more than 2d. 
or 3d. per ton difference in the price between 
foreign and British coal competing in foreign 


| markets.” 


Before the House decides on this tax it 
ought to make up its mind whether it 
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believes or disbelieves these statements. 
Unless it believes, as people have hinted, 
that these are the exaggerated statements 
of interested people, the House will run a 
grave risk in sanctioning this tax. It is 
not merely the one shilling per ton which 
the trade will have to bear in the handicap, 
for it will also have to bear the conse- 


’ quences of all the additional regulations 


which follow wherever a Customs duty 
is imposed, and which hamper trade and 
introduce uncertainty into the making 
of future contracts. It is suggested that 
future contracts should be made subject 
to duty, but I believe that would hamper 
trade as much as the amount of the duty 
itself. I believe that part of the great 
success of British trade has been owing 
to our free system at home, and our power 
to give promptly fixed and certain quota- 
tions for contracts. If you make coal 


exporters hesitate, as they must hesitate 
if this tax is imposed, if you make them try 
to introduce clauses to safeguard them- 
selves with reference to future duties, then 
you are putting a serious handicap on 
the trade on that ground alone. The 
trade is, I believe, still a prosperous trade, 


but it is a waning prosperity. In North- 
umberland there has been a decrease of 
9 per cent. from January to March as 
compared with the corresponding period 
of last year, and a decrease of 13 per cent. 
in March as compared with that month 
last year, and that was before the tax was 
proposed. But when you come to see 
what has happened since it will be seen 
that the exports from Grimsby in the 
third week of April have been 8,650 as 
against 22,846 in the corresponding week 
of the year before. But I admit, as regards 
that last figure, I do not think that 
must be considered a final or conclusive 
argument on the effect of the tax, because 
the dislocation of the trade at first must 
undoubtedly be very much more serious. 
But the figures I have given show that a 
decrease had taken place before the tax 
was spoken of at all, and I should be very 
much surprised if this year hence there 
is not an alarming decrease in these 
exports. The foreign consumer may 
pay a portion of this tax, but to whom 
will he pay it? Suppose a British ex- 
porter is competing for a contract against 
a German producer, and suppose his 
tender is 3d. per ton less than the 
German's, now that this tax is to be 


{6 May 1901} 








Means. 790 


imposed he will have to raise his tender 
ls. per ton, which will give 9d. advantage 
to the German producer. The foreign 
consumer will pay 3d. a ton, but to whom 
will he pay it? Not to the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, but to the German pro- 
ducer. 

I pass from the foreign consumer and 
come to the only other person the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer would have 
us believe is concerned—the colliery 
owner. While I have no direct interest 
in this matter, I have many personal 
friends who are much interested in the 
coal trade, and I suspect some of them, 
no doubt, have been exceedingly pros- 
perous recently. I do not grudge them 
that. I belong certainly to those who 
have seen this wave of prosperity pass 
over the country without bringing any 
sensible addition to their incomes, and as 
my main interest in the business enter- 
prise of the country is railway manage- 
ment hon. Members will readily sup- 
pose the high price of coal has not 
added anything to my income. I 
have looked with a certain amount of 
admiration on what I supposed was 
the prosperity of certain trades, but I 
have not shared in it, and I will deal 
with the matter from a public point of 
view. Let us take the effect on the col- 
liery owner from the public point of view. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer gave us 
some figures which, I think, dazzled the 
House last week, but I think the most 
effective part was that in which he de- 
scribed the exceeding wealth of the 
colliery owners. Does the House really 
believe that that was a fair statement of 
the average position of the average colliery 
owner ? If it does believe that, we should 
at once sell all we possess and become 
colliery owners. But I do not think 
that that belief is really entertained. 
When I hear the wealth of the 
colliery owner introduced as an effective 
argument for the imposition of this tax 
I am reminded it is only an echo, and a 
partial echo, of the doctrine with which 
we were once much more familiar— 
namely, the doctrine of ransom. When 
I first had the honour of taking part in 
public life I was very much attracted by 
that doctrine, and I am afraid I went so 
far as to defend both the doctrine and its 
author. But as years have gone on I 
am bound to say I have become more 
hesitating—— ast 
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Siz JOHN BRUNNER (Cheshire, | be unjust, and disturb the confidence of 


Northwich): About what ? 


Sirk EDWARD GREY: About the 
doctrine of ransom. It is not from any 
moral repulsion of the doctrine of ransom, 
which I know is rife in some minds, that 
my hesitation arises ; it is rather from 
the difficulty of the application of that 
doctrine. But while 1 apparently have 
been hesitating about the doctrine the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, who, I 
think, in those days was rather cool 
towards it, to put the matter mildly, has 
now warmed towards it, and proposes 
to make a partial application of it ; and 
in the latter part of his speech on Thurs- 
day I recognised the true ring. If that 
doctrine is to be applied—-if the wealth 
of the colliery owner is to be the basis on 
which this tax is to be grounded, then I 
must say, if I were one of those people 
who are so unfortunate as to be wealthy 
enough to attract the attention of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, I should 
object to being singled out asa victim—I 
should desire the tax to be applied equally 
to the whole of my class. If wealth is to 
be the basis of taxation, then I think 
further attention might be given by the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer to the 
death duties, or to a graduated income 
tax, as the proper method of dealing 
with that question. If the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer can solve the difficulties 
which lie in the way of the further appli- 
cation of those taxes, and will present 
them to the House, I am sure it is not 
from this side that his greatest difficulties 
will come. I believe the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer. looking at it still from the 
public point of view, is not dealing with 
the colliery owner in the public interest. 
He says the colliery owner has a con- 
siderable nest-egg which will enable him 
to bear some taxation. It is a most 
unfortunate simile, because the nest-egg 
is what you carefully preserve and leave 
untouched in order to induce the bird to 
go on laying. But if it is the nest-egg 
you wish to touch, then hit the colliery 
owner on existing contracts—that is 
what would hit him on his past aecumu- 
lations. But he is not to be hit on 
existing contracts, | understand. Why 
is he not to be hit on existing contracts ? 
Because apparently there seems to have 
been a general feeling that that would 


{COMMONS} 


| the trade. 





Means. 792 


Then, surely, it comes to this, 
that it is not the size of the nest-egg that 
is in question, that it is not the past 
accumulations of the colliery owner that 
are to be taxed, but his future prospects, 
However large the colliery owner’s nest- 
egg may be, that will not induce him to 
keep his mines open in future if they have 
to be worked at a loss. 

This is a permanent tax, not a 
war tax. The Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer has made up his mind that 
the trade can bear the tax. One 
of the most extraordinary reasons he has 
given for his view of the prosperity of the 
trade, and which I believe is really new, 
is that the trade has been such a fluc- 
tuating trade, that there have been such 
oscillations in price, and, as I under- 
stand the argument of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, everything he saw 
made for the practicability of this tax. 
I think it is entirely new that fluctuations 
should have been adduced to the House 
as a sign of stability. If a trade is able to 
bear a tax and yet maintain its own in 
the world, it must be a stable trade, and 
I certainly look upon the great fluctua- 
tions and oscillations in price in the coal 
trade asevidence of anything but stability. 
I look upon that as prima facie evidence 
that it is a speculative rather than a 
stable trade. I suppose the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer believes that by intro- 
ducing this tax of a shilling a ton he is 
putting a little weight on the pendulum 
which will prevent it oscillating as much 
as it has been doing. If the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer thinks these fluctua- 
tions are still to continue, then I am 
convinced this charge on a_ trade 
which does not fluctuate will certainly 
be felt as an injury to that trade. We 
were told the demand for coal always 
exceeds the supply. I do not believe 
that has been the case. If that were so, 
it might mean that all these fluctuations 
were not inconsistent with stability, but 
I believe that all these fluctuations are 
really caused by the fact that the demand 
has not always exceeded the supply. In 
1873 there was a boom of the same kind 
that we are having now. That boom, no 
doubt, was because the demand exceeded 
the supply at the time. There has been 
another great year of prosperity again, 
because the demand has exceeded the 
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supply. 
been many years of distress. How long 
has it taken to bring about another time 
of high prices equal to those of the early 
seventies ? [ believe that from time to 


{6 May 1902} 


But in the interval there have | 


time, owing to exceptional causes, such | 


as the war at present, the demand does 
exceed the supply, and then suddenly 
prices rise to an enormous height. 
But after the boom of the early 
seventies the fall was proportionately 
steep and the distress was great. Surely, 


| 


if we argue from the past, the argument | 


is that we may be on the eve of another 
such fall, and another period of distress. 


It is not the case of the rich colliery | 
owner that has to be considered. We |! 


may have individuals who have made 


great fortunes, but from them down- | 
wards we have a descending scale, until | 
the margin of profit is only enough to | 


keep things going. The Chancellor of 


the Exchequer himself admits that, | 


taking the year 1897 as a basis of cal- 
culation, undoubtedly a considerable 
number of mines made no profit. 


His | 


argument was that a good many mines | 


made a large profit in that year ; my 


point is that however large the fortunes | 


made by certain individuals, there are 
a good many mines on the brink, which 


are only just making a bare profit—_| 


mines which in bad times would have 


' first. 


to be closed. And then what happens ? | 
The pits are closed ; and here we come | 


to the real difficulty of this taxation. 
A certain number of pits will be closed, 
anyhow, with the present falling prices, 


and this tax will cause more pits to | 
. . | 
close than otherwise would if the trade 


had been left alone. And what will 
happen ? The colliery owners working 
under the least advantageous circum- 
stances will find their profits disappear, 


but worse will happen to the poorer | 
colliery owners who will have to close. | 


Some who are now working their pits 
at less than the 1s. per ton which it is 


proposed to impose will endeavour to. 


continue by reducing their wages, and 


those who cannot will, when the fall | 


in wages takes place, close 
pits. The rich colliery owner will get 
a certain compensating advantage. On 


their | 


the fall of wages he will be able to keep | 


his pits going—although I do not say 


M eans, 


off best ; but, so far as the smaller and 
poorer colliery owner is concerned, you 
will strike off his profits at one blow, 
and he will close his pits and discharge 
his men, and directly at some pits and 
indirectly over the whole trade you 
will get a reduction of wages. 

The miner is perfectly aware of this state 
of things, and he objects to it. What 
are we told? That he has no right to 
object, because he himself has advocated 
the Mines Regulations and Workmen’s 
Compensation Bills, and in some cases 
shorter hours, all of which must have 
added to the expense of the trade. But 
in those cases if the burden was to fall 
upon the trade it would fall upon the 
whole trade and not upon one part ; 
and if the reduction did take place, 
in every case, the miner felt that he 
would obtain some return. If he ran 
the risk of getting lower wages for 
shorter hours or greater security in 
his work, it was his own choice and he 
was entitled to do so. That is the feeling 
in the coal trade ; but in this case he 
sees a portion of the trade struck and 
he gets no compensating return for the 
burden placed upon him. The tendency 
in this case is for the burden 
of this taxation to sink lower and lower, 
although you strike the rich owner 
The right hon. Gentleman the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer deliberately 
turns his back upon this argument, 
because he thinks the miners can bear 
the burden. That is not the argument 
which is used outside. The argument 
which is really behind the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer in this matter, and 
which I freely admit is not one devised 
by the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
himself, is that the coal industry— 
colliery owners and miners alike— 
have bled the consumer, and now the 
country is to bleed them. I do not 
say that the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
spread his sails to catch that wind, but 
it is the wind which is filling his sails. 
The other night, when the right hon. 
Gentleman the member for West Mon-- 
mouth was speaking, and was arguing 
that this tax would not make coal cheaper 
in this country, I heard an interruption 
from the other side of the House, an 
interruption which was not anonymous 
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they will meet all the loss he will have to | but which came, I believe, from the 
bear—and he is the man who will get|hon. Member for the Central Division’ 
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of Sheffield, who said it had already; opposition. I do not intend to argue 
done so. We have had a recent expe-| at length whether it is good or bad, but if 
rience of electioncering, and I dread | you wish to diminish the export of coal 
the use to which this argument may and to keep more at home is it nov the 
be put in the country. Hon. Members| best class of coal which you wish to kee 
who have constituencies which are not | at home? I admit with regard to Welsh 
directly interested in the coal trade) steam coal it would be a great evil for 
except as consumers will find a little | this country to be deprived of it, and J 
grumbling in those constituencies about | agree, therefore, it would he a serious 
the increased price of sugar, and they | thing if the Welsh steam coal was ex- 
will not be slow, if pressed, to point | hausted. What is the _proper way 
out that, though the Government have to provide against that ? Not to puta tax 
increased the price of sugar by taxation, upon the export of coal, but for the 
they have cheapened the price of coal. Government to acquire the greater part 
This, I believe, is the feeling which | of the Welsh steam coalfields and work 
has touched the miner in this matter. | them at their leisure for naval purposes. 
He is afraid that coal will be cheapened It is the worst coal, not the best W elsh 
at his expense, and that, as he bears | coal, which will be affected by this tax. 
his share of the increased cost of sugar, The result Is that if this tax is imposed 
he will bear a double burden. it will restrict an important trade in coal 

Are we, then, never to put any | of the worst class, though it may stimulate 
tax on coal? Yes; we can put a! the export of the better class of coal by 
tax on all coal raised at the pit, | the fact that the men now engaged upon 
for the burden would then be dis-| cheap coal for export and ships which are 
tributed over the country at large. carrying on the trade will be at the dis- 
It is this hateful export tax falling upon | posal of the better pits. I admit that the 
a portion of the trade, this tax which | argument as to Welsh steam coal is a for- 
the miner is deliberately told will not be ™idable argument, but I submit it ought 
recovered from the consumers in the, to be met in the way which I have indi- 
country, which will not be recovered | cated. This tax will operate in a way 
from their fellows in the community, | We do not want it to operate—it will 
that rankles in the miner's mind. restrict the export of the worst class and 


The feeling is exceedingly strong. I do} facilitate and expedite that of the best 
not wonder that the feeling of miners | Class of coal. 
should be exceedingly strong. | regret | he House does not realise what this 


that the threat of a general stoppage | means. It is a differential tax of 1s. a ton 
of work should have been used, because it | 00 British exports. We are told that the 
makes it very difficult for the Govern- coal trade has survived import duties 
ment to reconsider their position in| im countries like France, Russia, Spain, 
regard to the tax. But I hope the House | 4nd Portugal. So it has, but not differ- 
will not take the threat lightly—I do not ential import duties. I have always 
believe it is bluff. A general stoppage, if Understood that our policy of fighting 
it occurs, means a direct challenge—an high import duties abroad by free 
ultimatum by one section of the com- | ¢xports has been an entire success. 
munity tothe rest. It will be the nearest | 
approach to civil war that we shall have; Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
ever seen. Central): Oh, oh! 

I cannot understand how it is| 
that the Government should for this! Sim EDWARD GREY : I must confess 
comparatively trivial relief in the Ex-|I give the hon. Member for the Central 
chequer have stirred up all this dissension. | Division of Sheffield up. I have always 
They admit that the sugar tax has not | understood that he was in favour of 
raised anything like the trouble which | import duties upon goods entering this 
this coal tax has raised. Why? Because | country, and looked with a greedy eye 
it does not affect one section against the upon anything that came into this coun- 
other. It is the injustice of the general | try without. NowI find he is in favour 
policy with regard to the restriction of | of an export duty, so that he is in favour 
the export of coal that accounts for this} of nothing coming in and nothing going 

Sir Edward Grey. 
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out, and will not be satisfied until this 
country has become a desert. If it has 
not been a success how is it possible 
for the Chancellor of the Exchequer to 
point to the prosperity of the trade he is 
now attacking ! I am prepared to stand 
firm and to fight import duties so long 
as we have the most-favoured-nation | 
clause; but if it comes to this, that 
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| incredible that anybody can oppose this 
tax, except from interested motives. Peo- 
ple do not really stop to thresh the mat- 
ter out. They think they are going pell- 
mell for the wealthy coal owner and the 
foreign consumer, If anybody refuses 
to join in the hue and ery, that refusal 
must be due to some tainted motive. 
My right hon. friend the Member for 





any foreign country deliberately imposes West Monmouth, speaking the other day, 
a differential duty on British goods—that dealt with this question from the point of 
is to say, gives British goods deliberately view of high principles of finance. [is 
worse terms in its markets than other argument is at once discredited on the 
competitors—then I think we shall ground that as Member for West Mon- 
have to set no limit to our indignation. mouth hemust have acquired some special 
But that is exactly what we are doing knowledge which he is bound to be 
in the case of this tax. I can quite under- putting to an unfair use, or, if he is not, 
stand that there is this difference—_ he is making this a party question. My 
that supposing France was to put a hon. friend the Member for Morpeth, | 
differential duty on British coal the suppose, is as little suspected of party feel- 
French Government might get themoney; ing or of party malice, at any rate, as any 
but in this case the British Exchequer is man in the House. I am sure the House 
to get the money. I do not say the must have been impressed not only with 
Chancellor of the Exchequer used that the depth but with the genuineness of 
argument, but it is the only one I can | his interest in the question. ‘The senior 
conceive being used. In this case that} Member for Newcastle, speaking on 
would not be the ground of our objection Thursday night, made a maiden speech, 
to the differential duty. We should not to which I listened with great interest, 
care whose pocket the money went into; and I only regretted that his maiden 
it would be the injury to trade, and in this speech in the House should have been 
case it is the injury to trade to which we made under what he must have felt the 
object. If the House turned the matter disagreeable duty of opposing his own 
round and looked at trade, and compared | side. He certainly speaks without any 
what its feeling would be if a foreign party feeling, or rather his party feeling 
country did to our trade what we our- is on the other side, but he also was 
selves are doing to it, it would not con- against this tax. These people are 
template this tax for a moment. ‘interested in the north of England. My 

I do not wish to pose as a finan- hon. friend the Member for Morpeth and 
cial authority, or to embark so the senior Member for Neweastle are 
very far upon the discussion of first specially interested in the coal trade in 
principles, but surely this tax does the north of England. As to my own 
violate the elementary principles of taxa- direct interest in the trade—I have none. 
tion. Does not the House agree that the My constituency is not appreciably in- 
most elementary principles of taxation terested. But if my arguments are to be 
are that you should distribute the burden discounted at all, 1 would prefer that 
as much as possible, disturb trade as they should be discounted not on the 
little as possible, and get for the Ex- ground of party feeling—which is not 
chequer as large a revenue as possible ; operative in me at all in this matter—but 
in proportion to the burden imposed? on the ground of local sentiment. 
This tax does just the opposite. It brings Though my own part of the county is not 
in little to the revenue ; it concentrates touched by this tax, I have a strong local 
the burden upon particular districts; sentiment of sympathy with the county 
and it makes the disturbance of a par-|to which I belong, and which, I believe, 
ticular class of trade as great as possible. is most harshly and unduly hit by this 
It combines the maximum of injury toa tax. If that is a reason for discounting 
section with the minimum of advantage my arguments, I make free confession of 
to the Exchequer. It is really extra- it to the House. But that is of the 
ordinary, but it seems to be thought | essence of the case against this tax. If it 
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fell as heavily on the whole country | right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
as it does on particular districts, | West Monmouth. What are the points 
if it fell on the whole coal trade, | which are now at issue? What are the 
then we might or might not think it} arguments which are urged against 
inexpedient, and we might or might not | this tax? They all resolve themselves 
argue against it, but we should not feel | into two. First, it is said that the tax 
the sharp and bitter resentment with | will cripple our export trade ; and, 
which we now oppose it. The fact that | secondly, that the tax will be paid by 
this tax is popular with the country at! the producer, and therefore constitute 
large only makes the deeper our sense of | an unjust and oppressive burden. Our 
the injustice of this tax to our neighbours reply to that is that the tax, so far as we 
in the districts which will be most injured. | ean perceive, will not be borne by the 
I am sure of this, the Government are producer, but will be borne mainly, 
only at the beginning of an opposition | jf not wholly, by the foreign consumer. 
and an agitation which will be carried no | Secondly, even if thisforecast is erroneous, 
one can tell how far. It is not an eco-| the burden could easily be borne by those 
nomic argument merely, or a matter of | engaged in the industry, without in any 
selfish interest. As I said, it is the sense | way crippling or seriously injuring that 
of unfairness and injury which will fan industry. Thirdly, we say that the risk 
this agitation and keep it alive. I will | of having to bear this burden, because 
ask the Government once more—was it | jt is only a risk, and, as we believe, an 
worth their while to cause all this dis- almost inappreciable risk, is one which 
sension, this disturbance of trade, this the industry may fairly berequiredtotake, 
feeling of injustice and injury which | having regard to the peculiar circum- 
rankles in the minds of a large section | stances of the coal trade and the extra- 
of the community for the sake of the ordinary prosperity through which the 
comparatively little relief to be gained by | trade has been passing during the last 
the Exchequer ! | year and a half or two years. That may 
‘be taken as the simple issue before the 
*THe PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD | House. How is it met by the right hon. 
oF TRADE (Mr. Geratp Batrour, Leeds, | Member for West Monmouth? He met 
Central) : The hon. Baronet the Member | jt by an argument which, if it means 
for the Berwick division of Northumber- anything, means that in the case of an 
land has made an able speech, and I export duty it is impossible to throw 
think all will agree that Northumberland the burden upon the foreign consumer. 
has been fortunate in her choice of (“Why ?”] Ithink I can show presently 
champions. On Thursday we had from that that really is the only possible 
the hon. Member for Morpeth a speech | interpretation of the right hon. Gentle- 
which, with its touches of humour and | man’s argument. 
pathos, fairly carried the House by 
storm, and the hon. Baronet who has | Sim WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
just spoken has made a valuable contri- | hihinn 'W.) dimented 
bution to the debate. But although | Mout eee en 
I think it was a valuable, and certainly | foe : 
an interesting, contribution to the debate, | *Mr. GERALD BALFOUR : T admit 
I am not sure that it has thrown very the right hon. Gentleman did not say 
much fresh light upon the subject under | so in as many words, but I shall presently 
discussion. In reality the issues before us contend—I do not wish to interrupt my 
are confined within very narrow limits. | argument at this moment—that that 18 
The matter was fully discussed on Thurs- | the only logical conclusion to his argu- 
day, and I think it would be difficult for | ment. But the hon. Baronet, as 1 under- 
any speaker on either side of the House | stand, does not put forward any conten- 
to add very much to the arguments | tion of that kind. He admits that a 
adduced on that occasion. But in one| part of this tax may be paid by the 
respect, at all events, we on this side of | foreigner—nay, he goes to the length of 
the House will admit that the speech of | saying that, so far from restricting the 
the hon. Baronet shows a very distinet | export of the better quality of coal, it 
advance upon the views expressed by the | will actually facilitate that export. 
Sir Edward Grey. 
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Sr EDWARD GREY: I do not 


think I spoke so strongly as that ; I said 


it might facilitate the export. 
admit. 


*Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: It might, 


not merely not check, but facilitate, | 


the export of the better quality of coal. 
The inference is obvious. The infe- 
rence is that the exporter of the better 
quality of coal will be able to get the 
entire amount of the tax back from the 
foreign consumer, and: possibly even 
something more. The right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for West Monmouth- 
shire used language in respect of the 
supporters of the tax which is the 
equivalent of accusing them of ignorance 
of the most elementary principles of 
finance and of political economy. Is it 
true that political economy has con- 
demned the principle of an export duty 
in the unqualified manner which the 
right hon. Gentleman led the House to 
believe ? 
Thursday the hon. Member for Morpeth 
referred to Professor Marshall as the 
highest authority on political economy 
in this country. Is it true, as the hon. 
Member went on to say, that Professor 
Marshall had entirely contravened the 
view taken by the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer of this tax? I do not think 
that is the case, and I do not think the 
hon. Member for Morpeth can have quite 


appreciated the purport of Professor | 


Marshall’s remark. It is true that on 
certain grounds Professor Marshall does 
withhold his full assent from the policy 
of imposing this tax, but he does it on the 


ground of general policy, and not on | 


economical grounds. On _ economical 
grounds Professor Marshall declares that 
atax of this sort is a justifiable tax. 
Professor Marshall, in the course of his 
letter, said that— 

“af Glamorgan were an independent country she 
might possibly gain by an all-round tax, either 
on imports or exports, but as it is, the easiest 
way In which we can charge the foreigner all 
that the traffic will bear as regards Welsh coal 
8 by a special export duty.” 


Si WILLIAM HARCOURT: Bi- 


metallism. 


*Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The hon. 


tight hon. Gentleman 


mystic word ‘ bimetallism.” 


{6 May 1901} 


I do not think that is so. On | 


whispers the | 
Does the | Does that include bunker coal ? 
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right hon. Gentleman discredit Professor 
Marshall’s authority on account of his 


That I | opinion upon bimetallism ? With all 


deference and respect to the right hon. 
| Gentleman, I do not think that is a very 
‘satisfactory method of arguing. What 
I am attempting toshow now is that the 
right hon. Gentleman has poured scorn 
jand contempt upon us for maintaining 
the proposition that the foreigner will 
have to pay the main part of this tax, 
and I think we are at liberty to quote in 
support of that view the opinion of a 
distinguished authority on __ political 
economy like Professor Marshall. If 
such a man holds views of this kind it is 
hardly fair, at all events, to set us down 


as mere ignoramuses and tyros in 
matters appertaining to finance and 


political economy because we hold the 
same views. The real question is this. 
Granted—as I think the hon. Baronet 
is prepared to grant, whatever may be 
the views of the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for West Monmouth- 
shire—that an export duty will be 
paid by the foreigner in the case of 
commodities for which there is on the 
part of the foreigner an eager demand, 
is coal 2 commodity of that kind? In 
other words, does British coal command 
the market sufficiently to enable us to 
throw a greater part of the tax upon 
the foreign consumer? ‘This is not a 
question which can be set aside in the 
light and airy manner adopted by the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
West Monmouthshire. In considering, 
let us for a moment go back upon 
the history of the export coal trade in 
this country. ‘The increase in the export 
trade, as everybody is aware, has been 
phenomenal during the last thirty years. 


i In 1870 it was under 12,000,000 tons. 


In 1880 it had risen to nearly 18,000,000 
tons, and in 1890 it was over 28,000,000 
tons. But last year, in the year 1900, it 
was not less than 44,000,000 tons. In 


| order to fully realise the significance of 


these figures, let us consider further that, 


while in this way the export of coal has 


quadrupled in a period of thirty years, 


| the total output of coal has only doubled. 
| That is in itself a very striking and 
| significant fact. 


Mr. McKENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) 
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i*Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No; 
12,000,000 tons of bunker coal must 


be added to the total for the year 
1900. I do not think that bunker 
coal can properly be regarded as 


exported coal. The export trade has 
quadrupled in the period | have men- 
tioned. When considering the export of 
coal in this country it is well to compare it 
not only with the output of coal, but with 
our exports of other articles. If anybody 
will takethe troubleto comparethe figures 
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contemptuous over what was described 
as the argument of fluctuations. [ 
‘do not think the argument drawn 
from fluctuations can be so easily set 
aside as the right hon. Gentleman seems 
tothink. No doubt there is a distinction 
ito be drawn between the changes of 
price arising from the imposition 
‘of a tax and fluctuations arising from 
supply and demand. The hon. Baronet 
|the Member for Berwick said he 
| thought that the right hon. Gentleman 





of general export in and about the year | the Chancellor of the Exchequer seemed to 
1870 with similar figures at the present | fix his attention entirely upon supply and 
time he, will see that, if you exclude | demand in the markets of this country. 
the amount of our exports of coal, the I would retort with the converse accusa- 
exports from this country, measured | tion upon the right hon. Gentleman the 
in values, have remained almost | Member for West Monmouthshire, who 
unaltered. Measured in values our total | seems to have fixed his attention entirely 
exports have remained almost unaltered, | upon the question of supply and demand 


while the amount of our exports of coal 
has no less than quadrupled in a single 
generation. If I take the values instead 
of the quantities the contrast would be 
even more marked, because while in 1870 
the value of coal exported was only 
£5,291,000, in the year 1900 it was 
£36,410,000. I do not lay stress upon 
that fact, because the price of coal has 
fluctuated in such an_ extraordinary 
manner, and it appears to me—and | 
think this will strike anybody who 
studies the figures of successive years 
—that even more remarkable than 
the increase in the export of coal is 
the extraordinary regularity with which 
that increase has taken place. Prices 
have risen and fallen again and again, 
there have been periods of depression, 
followed by periods of prosperity, and 
these have been followed again by fur- 
ther periods of depression. But whether 
the trade was prosperous or depressed, 
whether prices were high or low, the 


‘in foreign countries. If the right 
hon. Gentleman had reflected that the 
price in this country does not merely 
|depend, or even chiefly depend, upon 
supply and demand in foreign markets, 
_but upon supply and demand in the 
‘home markets, he would have seen 
| that there were and must be numerous 
| Occasions on which the price in this 
'country fluctuates in a manner entirely 
'different from the orice in foreign 
| countries with which we have to com- 
| pete, and that is shown to be the case 
| by the figures. You cannot dismiss this 
|argument from fluctuations in the way 
‘in which the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for West Monmouthshire seems 
‘to think is legitimate. With all respect 
‘to him, I contend that the imposition of a 
shilling duty upon a trade which has 
‘shown such an enormous and regular 

‘increase, in spite of all changes in price, 
is not likely to seriously injure or 

cripple it. To assert that no inference as 





increase in the export of coal continued | to the effect of a tax can be drawn from 
steadily year by year to mount up. |this regularity of increase, which con- 
That is a very remarkable fact. I) tinuesin spite of the greatest fluctuation 
think it is impossible to trace any con- | in prices, appears to me to be a paradox 
nection between the price of coal and beyond the limits within which even the 
the amount of coal exported. Imme- right hon. Gentleman is in the habit of 
diately after periods of the greatest allowing his imagination to roam into 
prosperity, as in the year 1873, you will| when he is criticising his opponents 
find the export of coal still mounting | from that bench. 
irrespective of considerations of price. Let me pass to the figures of last 
The right hon. Gentleman the| year. The year 1900, as compared with 
Member for West Monmouthshire, and | 1899, was remarkable for exorbitantly 
to some extent the hon. Baronet} high prices and high freights, and yet 
the Member for Berwick, were very| the total increase in exports was close 
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upon 3,000,000 tons. Now, how is this | East, the Humber, and the East and the 
increase made up? Here is a return West of Scotland. It appears to me 
which was moved for by the hon. that the figures I have quoted are 
Member for Merthyr Tydvil, showing the sufficient to show that the coal trade of 
exports of coal in the principal districts this countryis in an altogether exceptional 
of the United Kingdom to a number of position, and it has occupied that excep- 
groups of foreign countries during 1899 | tional position, not during a short period 
and 1900. The most significant feature | or a recent period,but for years and years. 
of this return is this: it shows that the | It is the one trade in the country which 
exports to European countries and to| has gone on continually increasing, 
countries bordering on the Mediter-| whatever may have been the case with 
ranean form 88 per cent. of the entire | other trades. 

exports of coal from this country, and | But the hon. Baronet the Member 
the actual increase to those countries | for Berwick attacked my right hon. 
amounted to no less than 3,243,000 friend the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
tons for the last year. It is quite true|for having stated that the supply is 
that the summary shows that there always less than the demand. Well, 
have been decreases in some other cases, | broadly speaking, that is true of our 
ind the right hon. Gentleman in his export trade, in the sense that the 
speech on Thursday appeared to attach | demand has been steadily increasing 
great importance to this fact. I take it and the supply following after it. 
irom the questions addressed to me from | In that way, and in that way only, 
day to day by the hon. Member for! can you explain the fact of the extra- 
Merthyr Tydvil that he considers these! ordinary increase in the export trade, 
lecreases are a very serious feature in the notwithstanding the great fluctuations 
position generally. But what is the real} which have taken place in prices. My 
state of the case? It is true that there right hon. friend the Chancellor of the 
have been substantial decreases in our Exchequer explained to the House in 
exports to India, East Africa, and the a very interesting part of his speech 
American continent, both North and/ on Thursday what the superiority of 
South. No doubt there is a substantial | Great Britain in the foreign coal market 
falling-off, and, as my right hon. was due to, and I think it is, perhaps, 
frend the Chancellor of the Exchequer | hardly necessary for me to tollow him 
tightly observed, shows what great im-| over the ground which he so well occu- 
portance in dealing with this question we | pied. My right hon. friend pointed 
must attach to the question of freights. out that the quality of our coal and the 
But all these markets in which decreases enormousadvantage we possess in freights 
lave taken place are really, compared | gave us a position in the coal trade 
with European markets, quite unim-| which no other nation, and especially 
portant. The total exports to these no other European nation, could hope 
groups amounted last year to only to arrive at. 

2815,000 tons. In other words, the Thereis, however, one other considera- 
total exports to the groups of countries | tiontowhich] should like to call the atten- 
which show a diminution in British | tion of the House, because I think it is also 
‘sports is actually less than the amount | a factor in the strength and the stability 
ot the increase in the exports to of the position now enjoyed by our 
European and Mediterranean countries export trade in coal, and it is this, 
na single year. Another interesting | that there is no source other than Great 
leature of the summary from which | Britain from which the great majority 
lam quoting is this. It shows that the| of our foreign customers can obtain 
brosperity of the export coal trade is not | the coal they require. In other words, 
‘onfined to a single district of the country, | it is a question not merely of quality, 
but extends to all districts; for =f but, to a considerable extent, also ot 

| 


increase in the exports, and particularly quantity. We export to European and 


the increase in the exports to the Euro-| Mediterranean countries no less than 
pean and Mediterranean ports, is shown | 39,000,000 tons. Now, where is that 
it the exports from the Bristol Channel, | supply to come from if it does not come 
the ports of the North-West, the North- 





from Great Britain? Putting America 
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for the moment aside, where is this 
supply of 39,000,000 tons annually to 
come from if it is not to come from 
the mines of this country? The total 
exports of coal to continental countries 
in Europe, other than from British 
ports, amounted to about 22,000,000 
tons as against 39,000,000 from 
this country. Germany and Belgium 
were responsible for no less than 
20,000,000 out of the 22,000,000. Now, 
there is a peculiarity about the export 
of German and Belgian coal, and, 
indeed, about the export of all coal 
from continental countries. Almost the 
whole of that coal merely crosses the 
frontier which divides these countries. 
It never travels long distances. It is 


merely a question of transport from one | 


side of the frontier to the other side of 
the frontier. That being so, even apart 
from the question of prices and freights, 
I think it will be apparent to the House 
that such countries as Sweden, Italy, 
Spain, and Egypt, and, to a certain extent, 
Russia also, are almost absolutely depen- 
dent on this country for the coal they 
import. They have either no home 
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cripple the 


trade of a country which furnishes: 


| four-fifths of the whole supply avail- 
| able ? 
ito be absurd. We hear of contracts 
| being made on a margin of 3d. per ton. 
| It is conceivable that a succession of 
contracts on a large scale should be 
lost to this country on margins of 
that kind. Take Germany as the 
principal exporting country. With Ger- 
many competing with us in the foreign 
markets, and obtaining contract after 
|contract upon a margin of 3d. the 
available supply of German coal would 
| be rapidly exhausted, the price would 
| rise, and British coal would come in to 
| supply the deficiency. 

| It has been said by more than one 
| hon. Member who has taken part in the 
_ debate that new sources oi supply will be 
gradually opened up, that mines in 
| Germany will be further developed, and 
| that coal will be attracted from America. 
In any event, in the nature of the case, 
that must be a slow process. It cannot 
| happen all at once, ifit should happen at 
all, and meanwhile that position of 





Such a thing appears to: me 


supply or these supplies are so deficient | superiority which I have described will 
that they are under the necessity of | necessarily continue to be held by this 
bringing in coal from another country, | country. But is there any fear that 
and the only country which can supply | Germany or Belgium will be able to 
them is Great Britain. And that is not | meet the deficiencies of the Juropean 





all. I spoke of Belgium and Germany. 
Belgium and Germany are the only 
continental countries which produce 
more coal than they consume, so that it 


comes to this that the whole of the) 
countries, | 
in excess of the home produce, must | 
come from these two countries together | 


requirements of European 


with Great Britain, except so far as it 
may be imported from America. 
even Germany and Belgium, although 
they are exporting countries, neverthe- 


less do import coal to a considerable | 


extent. Germany exports 15,000,000 


tons, but imports about 7,000,000 tons. | 


Belgium exports 6,000,000 tons, and 
imports 3,000,000 tons. Therefore, it 
comes to this, that the net surplus 
supply of the only Continental countries 
which produce more coal than they con- 
sumeamountsito 10,000,000 or 11,000,000 
tons, while Great Britain sends to the 
Continent no less than 39,000,000 tons. 
Now, what I say is this. Can it be 
seriously contended that the imposition 


Mr. Gerald Balfour. 


But |. 


|markets, and supply the 39,000,000 
' tons of coal which are at present exported 
from Great Britain to the Continent? 
The hon. Baronet the Member for the 
Chester-le-Street Division referred to 
this question on Thursday, and pointing 
out that Germany was at present 
supplying 95 per cent. of the coal con- 
sumed in Germany out of her home 
produce, added how easy it would 
be for Germany to develop her 
mines so as to supply the remaining 
5 per cent. and displace the coal exported 
from Great Britain. The hon. Baronets 
figures were, as a matter of fact, not 
correct. ‘The coal now consumed in 
Germany as native produce amounts to 
not 95 per cent., but 91°9 per cent. 
| But that is not all. We know, of course, 
that the production of coal in Germany 
_ has immensely increased of late years, but 
|it has not increased in proportion to the 
| demand in Germany caused by the great 
industrial activity which that country 
has of late years developed. What is the 
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result? The result has been that, in 
spite of this enormously increased produc- 
tion in Germany, the percentage of coal 
consumed in Germany of home produce 
has actually diminished, whereas both 
the amount and the percentage which 
is being exported from this country and 
imported into Germany is actually 
increasing. In 1890 we exported to 
Germany about 34 million tons, and 
last year we exported 6 million tons. 
In 1883 the home produce in Ger- 
many was sufficient to supply 95 per 
cent. of the home consumption ; in 1900 
that 95 per cent. had fallen to 91°9 per 
cent. The consumption of British coal 
had meanwhile risen from a percentage 
of 2°81 to a percentage of 6°15. In the 
face of these figures I do not think it ean 
be contended that we have much to fear 
from German competition. It is quite 
dear that the whole produce of Germany 
is growing more and more insufficient 
for German needs, and that the imports 
from this country are steadily increasing. 
As a matter of fact they have actually 
doubled in the last ten years. Well, so 
faras America is concerned the question 
is entirely one of freights. 

| hope | am not wearying the House 
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Now, with that opinion I entirely agree. 
It is just barely possible that in a year of 
extremely high prices and high freights 
American coals may compete with the 
coals of Great Britain in the European 
market, but that can only be under 
circumstances altogether exceptional. 
There is no ground to fear that in normal 
times, and under normal conditions, 
British coal would be displaced by Ameri- 
can coal in those markets most important 
to us. 

I referred at the beginning of my 
speech to the attitude taken by the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for West 
Monmouthshire with reference to the 
economic aspect of this question. The 
| right hon. Gentleman met our contention 
| that the foreigner would have to pay the 
|whole or the greater part of this tax 
|simply by reiterating over and over 
| again a single platitude and misapplying 
jit. The right hon. Gentleman simply 
| kept on repeating that all merchants 
| get the best price they can for their 

goods, and that -to put a Is. tax on 
| coal would not enable them to get more. 
| That was not only the beginning, but 
'the end of the right hon. Gentleman’s 
|speech. It was the Alpha and_ the 


Means. 








with so many details, but I should like | Omega of his whole contention. Well, 
to read to the House a passage from an | Sir, what I contend is, that if that means 
article put into my hands this afternoon | anything at all it means that under no 


from the Iron and Coal Trades Review— 


a paper which, I believe, is opposed to the | 
It deals with the question of | 
American competition, and after giving | 


coal tax. 


tables of the exports of coal from the 
United States in quantity and value 
from 1880 to 1899, it goes on to say that 
a glance at these tables showed that 
hardly in any year had the average value 
of American coal exported been under 
10s. per ton ; in 1899 it was more than 
10s., and in 1900 it was rather over 12s. 


| circumstances is an export duty paid by 
the consumer. You cannot interpret 
the right hon. Gentleman’s statement 
in any other way. I address this 
challenge to the right hon. Gentleman. 
Does he mean that never under any 
circumstances is a tax on an export 
trade paid by the foreigner? The 
right hon. Gentleman does not reply. 
When a similar question was  ad- 
dressed to him by my right hon. friend 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer, what 








per ton. In other words, the f.o.b.| did he answer? It is in the recollection 
prices were not greatly different from | of those who listened to my right 
British prices. And in certain classes of | hon. friend the Chancellor of the {Ex- 
coal the American prices were even | chequer, that in the course of his speech 
higher. There need be no fear that the} he mentioned that a deputation of 
United States was likely to be able to Welsh coal miners admitted to him that 
compete in the coal trade with Great | on the best Welsh coal the foreigner would 
Britain, all other things being equal. | have to pay the tax. And what did the 
In this case all other things were not right hon. Gentleman the’ Member for 
equal, for the United States had as many | West Monmouth say? He said, “‘ Only a 
thousands of miles of transit as Great | small part of it”; and my right hon. 
Britain had hundreds, in order to com- | friend immediately pinned him to that 
pete in any of the European markets. | #dmission, and retorted, ‘* You do admit, 
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then, that some part of the tax will be 
paid by the foreigner?”’ The right hon. 
Gentleman saw the trap in front of 
him, and what did he do? He jumped 
up and said, “No, I adhere to my 
principle ” ; and once more came out the 
platitude about the merchant getting as 
much as he can for his goods at present, 
and that you cannot enable him to get 
more by putting on a tax. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: Does 


he not get as much as he can ? 


*Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I will 
answer that question in a moment. The 
right hon. Gentleman gave another 
illustration. He said: “Let us take 
the case of a country like Italy. The 
export tax of 1s. per ton is equivalent to 
a differential import duty on British coal 
put on by the Italian Government.” 
And he turned with an air of triumph 
and said: “If the Italian Government 
put on a differential duty of that kind 
we should consider it a highly unfriendly 
act. But would the Italian consumer in 
these circumstances pay the tax?” 
There is, in my opinion, not the slightest 
doubt that he would pay. And for this 
reason, that the import of coal required 
by Italy from any other country than 
Great Britain is practically out of the 
question. Does the right hon. Gentle- 


man mean to tell us that the Italian | 
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says ‘‘ Yes,” I would like to know how 
that is consistent with the assertion that 
the merchants already get all they 
possibly can. If they can raise the price 
by combination, it is obvious that they 
do not already get all that they possibly 
can. If the right hon. Gentleman says 
|“ No,” I would refer him to that very 
able pamphlet in which the hon. Member 
'for Merthyr Tydvil proves in the most 
| conclusive manner that a combination 
/of the colliery proprietors in South 
| Wales could charge a very considerably 
| higher price than they were individually 
| getting at the time at which the hon, 
; Member wrote his pamphlet. The fact 
is—if the right hon. Gentleman will allow 
me to say so—there is a fallacy running 
through the whole of his argument. He 
argued as if the only competition was 
between the British producer and the 
foreign producer in the foreign market. 
The real fact is that the most essential 
element in the question is the competi- 
tion between one British producer and 
another, and between one district in 
this country and another district in this 
country. It is this which determines 
prices in the British market; and the 
further question is whether the price in 
the British market does not control the 
price in the foreign market, and whether 
a rise here would not be followed by a 
rise there. I believe, as a matter of fact, 
that that would be the case, especially 








Government by putting a differential tax | having regard to the command that is 
of 1s. per ton on British coal could | possessed by the British export trade in 
compel the British merchant to sell! the markets of Europe, and in view of 


coal for export to Italy at Ls. per ton 
under the price he had 
charged? The contention is absurd. If 
the right hon. Gentleman wants an illus- 
stration, I would ask him this question : 
Could a combination of colliery pro- 
prietors raise prices? Again the right 
hon. Gentleman does not give me an 
answer. 


Sin WILLIAM HARCOURT: If you 


will give mea speech, I will. 


*Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I should 
have thought the right hon. Gentleman 
might have given me an answer, as he so 
frequently does, by an interjection across 
the floor of the House. J ask him, 
Could the colliery proprietors by com- 
bination raise the prices of coal? If he 


previously | 


‘the enormous advantages we have there 
over other countries. If by combination 
among producers here it is possible to 
raise the price to the foreign consumer, 
then it is also possible for an export tax 
on British coal to raise the price in the 
foreign market. That, however, is not 
consistent with the principle laid down so 
repeatedly by the right hon. Gentleman 
—a principle which, he added, was so 
elementary and so obvious that he was 
almost ashamed to mention it to the 
House. 


Srr WILLIAM HARCOURT: Hear, 
hear. 


*Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The right 
hon. Gentleman says “ Hear, hear.” 
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Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: I was 
merely cheering my own opinion as 
quoted by you. 


\*MR. GERALD BALFOUR: I did 
not interpret it otherwise. The 
right hon. Gentleman spoke of the 
education which he had been receiving 
in South Wales for the last four or five 
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ment, that this tax will not fall upon the 
producer but upon the foreign consumer, 
and that the export trade will not be 
affected by it. 


Means. 


*Mr. JOHN WILSON = (Falkirk 
Burghs): Is the reason for the securities 
not having fallen that the stock exchange 
and the coalowners did not think that 








years. I think it would not be amiss if | the Government would be so foolish as to 
he were to continue that education, not | persist with their proposals. 
merely among the miners, to whom he | 
attributes so much intelligence in) *Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No, Sir, 
defending their own interests—— 'I think better of them than that. 1 
'do not suppose they expected that His 
Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: Hear, | Majesty’s Government would change 
hear. |their minds. Now I have dealt with 
| this question, I am afraid at somewhat 
*Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: [have my- | excessive length, but I should like to 
self seen enough of these miners to be | say, before I sit down, a few words with 
quite aware that they are intelligent. But | respect to another aspect of the case. 
the right hon. Gentleman might extend | Supposing we are wrong and you are 
his inquiries to another commercial body | right. Supposing that a considerable 
in South Wales—that is the Stock | portion of the tax, or the whole of the 
Exchange. I have taken the trouble to | tax, is paid, not by the foreign con- 
compare the prices of Welsh colliery | sumer, but by the industry. Will the 


shares on the local stock exchange before | industry be able to bear it ? 


the Chancellor of the Exchequer’s pro- | 
posals were known and after, and what| Sm FRANCIS EVANS (Maidstone) : 
is the result ? In three out of eighteen | Which industry ? 

collieries there was no change, in eight | 

there was a fractional reduction, and in| *Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: That is 
seven there was a fractional advance. one of the points [ am coming to. The 
i hon. Gentleman who interrupted me 
| asked, “* Which industry ?” and I think 
'the question is a very pertinent one, 
| because in the speeches which have been 
*Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I cannot} made, except in the speech of the hon. 
say that. The question of over-| Member for Stockport, practically no 
capitalisation might come in. Very| mention has been made the shipping 
well, Sir, that is the state of the case. | industry. 

The announcement of this tax has not 

produced any appreciable effect on the) Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: I beg 
price of colliery shares on the stock | your pardon. 

exchange in the locality. Last Thursday | 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr Tydvil) : 


How many of them are still above par ? 


the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for West Monmouthshire told us that we 
had disorganised and dislocated one of 
the greatest trades of this country. He 
sid you have paralysed that trade. I 
think if we had disorganised and dis- 
located the coal trade, or if we had para- 
lysed it, there would have been some 
trace of our operations visible on the 
stock exchange, and as that has not 
occurred I can only suppose that the 
opinions of the stock exchange coincide 
with the opinionsof His Majesty’s Govern- 














*Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The right 

hon. Gentleman the Member for West 
Monmouthshire assumed that there will 
be a great diminution in the export trade, 
and he mentioned incidentally that this 
would interfere with the shipping in- 
dustry. 


Sik WILLIAM HARCOURT: [ 
quoted the Committee of 1871, and 


said, ‘‘ All export duties are bad, but 
this is exceptionally bad on account of 


the injury that it will do to the shipping.» 
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*Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I do 
not think that the right hon. Gentleman 
laid very great stress upon that part | 
of the question. But I do not wish to} 
press that point, though I do think it is 
rather singular that we have not heard 
more about the shipping industry. 


CHRISTOPHER FURNESS 


We are waiting for an 


SIR 
(Hartlepool) : 
opportunity. 


*Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: What I 
say is, that if this tax is, after all, borne 
by what I would call “the industry,” 
it will be borne not merely by the coal 
industry, but by the shipping industry, 
and that the burden, whatever it may 
be, will not be entirely borne by the coal 
owners, still less by the miners. On 
Thursday the right hon. Gentleman said 
the whole of this burden would fall on 
the miners. I maintain that if the bur- 
den falls upon any body in this country 
it will be shared between the shipping 
and the coal industry, and [ am not at all 
certain that the shipping industry may 
not have to bear the brunt of it, though, 
as a matter of fact, I do not believe 
it will fall on either. But now, is 
the coal industry able to bear, I do not 
say the whole of this burden, but its | 
share? My right hon. friend the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer gave some | 
figures in this connection which 
the hon. Baronet admitted made a 
very great impression upon the House. 
My right hon. friend showed that 
if you compare the year 1900 with 
the year 1897 you will find that the 
additional profits made in 1900 over | 
and above the profits made in 1897 

amounted to fifty-five million pounds, 
less any sum which ought to be 
allowed for increased cost of production. 

He showed that if we allowed five and a | 
half millions for increased cost of pro- | 
duction, and fifteen and a half millions | 
for additional wages to the miners, the 
additional profits to the colliery owners | 
amounted to thirty-four millions. Ob- | 

jection has been made to these figures | 
on the ground that the year 1897 was a 

year of great depression in the coal trade, | 

and that it was not fair to take it for | 
the purposes of comparison. I recog- 
nise that there is something in that | 
criticism, and accordingly I have had | 
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| Sir. 


employed in the coal trade. I admit there 
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figures prepared for the ten years 
|previous to 1900, and compared the 
average profits of those ten years with 
the profits made in 1900. I admit that 
the figures show a considerable reduc- 
tion. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: Is that 
on the whole trade ? 


*Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Yes, 
the whole trade. The profits in 1900 
compared with the profits, not of 1897, 
but of the average of the ten years pre- 
ceding the year 1900, were forty-four 
millions instead of fifty-five millions, 
which was the figure given by my right 
hon. friend. 
JOHN WILSON 


*MR. (Falkirk 


| Burghs) : How did you get at it ? 4 


*Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have 
gone very carefully into these calcula- 
tions. The approximate wages of the 
miners in 1890 were about 27s. a week ; 
in 1900 they were about 34s. a week, 
showing a difference of 7s. per week. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham, 
Mid.): Is that the average for all work- 
men in all mines in the country ? 


GERALD BALFOUR: Yes, 
They affect the 780,000 persons 


* Mr. 


may be something of conjecture about 


them, but they have been carefully 
prepared. [AN Hon. Memper: Will 
they be laid upon the Table?] — Yes, 


Sir; I have not the slightest objection 
to showing how the figures have been 
arrived at. They show ‘that the average 
rise in miners’ wages has been 7s. in 1900, 
as compared with the average of the pre- 
| ceding ten years. That gives a sum of 
thirteen and a half millions, leaving thirty 
and a half millions for the coal owners, 


‘less any deduction for increased expen- 


diture other than on wages. Putting 
that deduction at five anda half millions, 
it still leav es twenty-five millions as the 
coal owners’ profits in 1900 in excess of 
| the average profits for the previous ten 
years. 


Mr. McKENNA: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that in calculating the 
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figures on Thursday last the Chancellor | last decennial period. The rise in the 
of the Exchequer forgo t. to reckon that | price of coal of 4s. a ton represents a total 
there were 92,000 more men employed | of £2,300,000, and if we deduct from 
in 1900 than in 1897, and that, conse- | that the £880,000 and, say, £300,000 
quently, the figure for wages should | for increase of expenses other than wages, 
stand, not at fifteen and a half millions, | it leaves a profit to the coal owners of 
but twenty-two millions ? }about £1,120,000. It is quite clear, 
*Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No. Sir. | then, that the increase in the coal trade 
I think the hon. Member is under a/| of Northumberland has put, in a single 
misapprehension. Now, I will refrain | year, considerably more than a million 
from troubling the House at too great | into the pockets of the coal owners, and 
length, but as I have been asked /a shilling tax on the quantity of coal 
whether these figures apply to the entire | exported from the district would be 
eoal trade, I would just like to give covered by the excess profits and wages 
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the figures for Northumberland. It 
may be satisfactory to hon. Members 
representing constituencies in that 
district to have them. The average price 
of coal at the pit’s mouth for the years 
1890-99 amounted to 6s. 3d. and a little 
over; in 1900, it amounted to 10s. 33d. 
These are the figures for Northumberland 
only. 
compared with the average for previous 
ten years is 4s. a ton. 

Sr CHRISTOPHER FURNESS: 
The right hon. Gentleman has given 
us the figures from 1890 to 1899. What 
Task is, would he divide them and give 
figures from 1890 to 1895, and then 
from 1895 to 1899? 

*Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am 
not supplied with those figures, but I 
can give him the following figures: In 
the year 1887 the price was 5s. 2°9d., 
in 1898 it was 6s. 1°3d., in 1899 it was 
7s. 0°6d.; but I am not prepared to 
give the figures as asked for by the hon. 
Member. The rise amounted to 4s. a 
ton. With regard to the miners’ wages, 
the average from 1890 to 1899 in New- 
castle was 26s., and the average in 1900 
was 35s., representing a rise of 9s. a 
week, and the number of men employed 
in 1900 was 39,900. 

Mr. JOHN WILSON (Falkirk 
Burghs): If the right hon. Gentleman 
will forgive me, he is speaking of one 
class of workmen. In the same mine 
there are many others who are working 
under a lower scale. 

*Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No, Sir ; 
Ibelieve my figures are correct. My hon. 
friend can state his case afterwards. 
The quantity of coal raised was 
11,515,000 tons. The rise in wages at 
9s. a head represents a sum of £880,000 
per annum, and this is the total increase in 
ithe miners’ wages over the average of the 
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The rise, therefore, in 1900 as | 


of the year 1900 five and a-half times 
‘over. I have not taken out the figures 
of South Wales. 1 selected Northumber- 
/land because I thought if there was a 
| weak point anywhere in our case it was 
| Northumberland. As regards South 
| Wales, I have no fear whatever that the 
| foreign consumers will not pay the tax. 
In conclusion let me say this: the 
right hon. Member for West Monmouth 
hinted in the course of his speech that 
the scene of this controversy might be 
changed from this House to some other 
‘arena, and the hon. Gentleman the 
/Member for Berwick also referred to 
those threats of a general stoppage of 
| work, of which rumours are rife. I must 
| decline to credit those rumours. Such 
'a proceeding on the part of the miners 
' would be not only selfish and unpatriotic 
‘but also exceedingly foolish—selfish, 
because it would be selfish to throw the 
| whole trade of the country into con- 
‘fusion for the sake of a risk which is 
essentially problematical; unpatriotic, 
because such a step taken at this time 
_would partake of the nature of veiled 
rebellion ; and foolish for two reasons. 
In the first place it could not but be a 
ifailure. I do not think there is any 
| record of ‘a strike on a large scale which 
| has succeeded without the sympathy 
| of the general community. But it would 
| be foolish in another way. Supposing 
| we are wrong and they are right, and 
‘suppose the mining industry has ulti- 
| mately to bear the burden of this tax 
/ and the miners have to fight with their 
'employers as to which is to bear the 
larger share; if there is going to be a 
| universal stoppage at the present time 
| what will be the result? The miners 
would be exhausting their resources in 
| an absolutely futile contest and weaken- 
‘ing themselves for that contest which, 
2F 
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according to their view, must eventually | amount to be added to their invoices, 
occur with their employers, to decide | but the foreigner says he does not call the 
the distribution of the 1s. tax that is to tune and will not pay, and in every case 
be imposed. I have several times heard | there has been an unqualified refusal. 
in this House the discussions on the | The loss will fall on the export merchants, 
Eight Hours Bill, and I have heard | who work through bad times and good 
representatives of the miners urge the | times alike at a very small margin of 
Eight Hours Bill upon the House and profit. I regret that the initial and 
ask Parliamentary assistance on the temporary difficulties attending the im- 
ground that they themselves were not position of this tax should have, to so 
strong enough to secure their object | great an extent, diverted attention from 
without it. With what face will they | the fundamental question of the policy 
be able to come to this House in future | of the tax itself. Let us look at this. 
if they show us now that those who were | An export tax upon coal has always been 
not strong enough to secure an eight a fascinating subject for theorists and 
hours day from their employers are now politicians alike. We have heard of Pro- 
found to be ready to enter into a contest fessor Marshall from the right hon. Gen- 
with the entire community ? Iam sure tleman who has just sat down. Now, 
that the leaders of the men, following Professor Marshall commenced to write 
the example of the hon. Member for! a book in favour of this tax twenty 
Morpeth, will endeavour to persuade the | years ago, but he never got that book 
miners against such a course as being | written. When he came to consider all the 
fatal to themselves. However that may difficulties of the question he withdrew, 
be, the resolution we have come to, to and left it, as he has said, with a tribute of 
ask Parliament to sanction this tax, was | admiration to the right hon. Gentleman. 
come to with the fullest deliberation, and But his admiration is addressed not to the 
it is a resolution to which we are deter- | wisdom of the right hon. Gentleman, but 
mined to adhere. and in which, I believe, | to his courage. In my opinion the impor- 
we shall have the support of the House | tance of this trade has not been realised 
and of the country. by ap begged of the Exchequer or by 
one . : ‘this House. gather it has not been 

*Mr. RUSSELL REA (Gloucester) : sufficiently realised from many remarks 

Rising as a new Member for the first —especially one. The Chamlior of Gi 
time to address the House, I do not in- Exchequer spoke of the exports of coal 
tend to detain it at any length. I think ,, being 8 per cent. of our exports in 
I may say that I am the only Member of 1899, and as being 12 per cent. of our 
this House who will benefit by this tax ; exports in 1900. This was taken on 
to me it is a purely protective duty, and values at the port of shipping. But you 
therefore I may be regarded as impartial jaye immediately to add to that from 
and unprejudiced in protesting against 59 to 200 per cent. for freights. It is a 
it as being impolitic. I have heard hon. | fact that by far the greater part of the 
Members talk about the woes of the con- | revenue of our mercantile marine on the 
tractors, and I have heard the Chancellor export trade comes from this trade. 
of the Exchequer say he proposes to deal When I say the greater part I do not 
with the contractors with liberality. mean that it is greater than the revenue 
Now, liberality is a subjective term, and | derived from other single exports. But 
is supposed to mean a little more than | jt is far greater than the sum derived 
justice ; but having seen the regulations from all other exports put together. 
issued by the Customs House it appears This is calculating the trade by values. 
to me that something less than justice | But there is also another way of calculat- 
will be dealt out to the contractors. The jing. In the rough exchange of imports 
loss will not fall upon those whose ex-| and exports by weight and not by value 
cessive profits have excited the envy of | coal pays for all. Coal is the basis of our 
us all. The export coal owner is very | whole export and import trade. It isa 
rare, and the tax this year will not fall on | commonplace political economy that in 
the shipowner or the foreigner. In com-| yalue exports and imports must pay 


: ‘ Sc AEE ie ee ‘ | ef 
pliance with instructions issued by the | for each other; but it is also equally 





Government the contractors have asked | certain and clear that there must be 
their foreign customers to allow this extra | some sort of rough equation also im 
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weights. The ships that come to| know the trade best. It is the opinion of 
this country must be loaded outwards, | the best judges that our coal exports 
and almost all are loaded with coal, and | will not go up and continue to increase 
with coal only. Sir Robert Giffen has|in geometrical ratio or in arithmetical 
calculated that the total weight of import | either, but that we are approaching a’ 
of goods into this country amounts to | stationary period, and that we see before 
about 40 million tons. The House has | us—I hope in a very distant future— 
seen that the exports of coal alone con-/|a period of decline. The truth is, we are 
siderably exceed that quantity. Of | face to face now—and last year I saw it— 
course hon. Members are accustomed for the first time with our first serious 
to see the Board of Trade Returns ever: competitor, and I wish to make an 
month of imports and exports. Coal | estimate of the chances this competitor 
there appears as one item among many, | has against us. I will take what the 
and apparently not the most important. | Chancellor of the Exchequer regards as 
But all the Manchester goods, all the | our own secure monopoly—the Mediter- 
Sheffield goods, all the Birmingham}ranean market. Our competitor is 
goods, and the like, are goods of very | America, and no other. America is our 
small weight ; they pack into small | first competitor, but she will not be the 
space, and are all snapped up by the liner. | last. Inthe Mediterranean America has 
Now the trading steamers, the tramp | thrown down the glove, and we have to 
steamers, and sailing ships bring to our take up the challenge. She has already 





shores the raw material of our manu- | 
factories. In timber alone they bring 
10 million tons. They bring the food we 
eat. They bring of grain alone 10 million 
tons a year, and they go back loaded with 
coal. This free export of coal is the 
basis and the fundamental reason of our | 
cheap imports. What is the reason 

that in the markets of Mincing Lane and 

Mark Lane and in the Exchanges of 

Liverpool, you are able to buy the 

produce of all other countries better and | 
cheaper than anywhere else in the world ? 
It is not only because here we have a 
great consuming market, and it is not 
only because here the merchant has the 
greatest financial facilities, but it is also 
because the shipowner knows that he can 
afford to bring his ships to this country 
at the very lowest freight, being quite | 
sure of a cargo of coal out again. It is 

this trade that has made the English | 
produce markets the safest in which to 
sell, and the cheapest in which to buy in 
the whole world. Now, I will speak of the 
effect of this tax upon the future. I 
cannot understand the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer’s attitude. What is his view ? 
At one moment he speaks of this trade 
as a growing giant which nothing can | 
hamper, and at another moment he says | 
we are approaching the exhaustion of our 
best and cheapest coal, and that we 
shall have to fall back upon the dearer 
and inferior and more expensively- 
worked coal. In the second opinion he 
agrees most nearly with the matured 
and thoughtful opinion of those who 


'to keep 
‘and through bad. 


/is on the surface. 


already ? 


and she means 
through good times 
America, as the 
right hon. Gentleman the President of 
the Board of Trade has just said, has 
this disadvantage—she has to bring her 
coals as many thousands of miles across 
the seas as we have hundreds. Ameri- 
can coal is 3,000 miles farther away 
from the Mediterranean than British 
coal. But British coal is 800 yards 
under the surface, and American coal 
And the 800 yards 
is more than the 3,000 miles. The Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer also alluded to 


taken contracts, 


them 


‘the fact that Providence has placed 


our rivals’ coal two or three hundred 
miles from the coast, while our coal 
is on the coast. But the American 
coalowner has a special and compen- 
sating Providence in the American 
railway companies, who take his coal 
to the coast at rates which are unheard 
of here. I have not the rates with me, 
but the best American coal—the coal 


‘of Western Virginia—can be brought 
‘to the port of shipment at considerably 
‘less than a dollar and a half. 


There- 
fore, at the port of shipment America 
has the advantage. Then comes the 
question of freights. What has been 
done with freights in the Atlantic trade 
Fifty years ago, when the 
Corn Laws had been just abolished, 
John Stuart Mill ridiculed the idea 
that any great part of the food of Enge 
land could be brought from across the 
ocean. The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
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takes to-day exactly the same position | 


with regard to coal as John Stuart Mill 
took fifty years ago with regard to corn. 
What has been done in the Atlantic 
trade? Before the present boom hon. 
Members may have seen in the papers 
every morning, “Grain freights to 
Liverpool and London, 1d.” and I 
suppose very few understood what 
that meant. Sometimes it was 2d., 
but it used to gravitate down to 
ld. That meant about 3s. 4d. or 
3s. 5d. a ton, and not hundreds or thou- 
sands, or hundreds of thousands, but 
millions of tons of grain have come 
to our ports at such freights. That 
is a far lower freight than we ever sent 
coal to the Mediterranean at or even to 
Gibraltar. It is a lower rate of freight 
than we were paying for coal from 
Cardiff to London at that very time. 
Why was it? Here my argument with 
regard to weight comes in. The 
shipowner wanted weight for _ his 
eastward-bound ship. Those who look 
at the larger movement of trade see 
that America is not always going to 
provide us with our corn. The growing 
population of America will eat up their 
own corn. Further, consider the enor- 
mous increase in the export of American 
manufactures, especially within the past 
two years. Put these two things to- 
gether and you will see that America 
is coming into line with England as an 
exporter of manufactured goods, and as 
an importer of raw material and goods 
of consumption. She will also want an 
export trade in weight, and she will 
find it in her inexhaustible coal mines. 
I do not mean that this will be in the 
distant future. It will be in the imme- 
diate future. America sees it and is 
providing for it now. Our late boom 
has given them perhaps a little chance 
of entering into the battle earlier than 
they otherwise would have done, but 
they have taken large Mediterranean 
contracts, and they are building ships 
to carry these contracts through and 
to keep them. They are building colliers 
of a size hitherto unknown. I do not 
mean the ordinary tramp steamer— 
the three-deck steamer that takes out 
a cargo of coal from Cardiff in 
alternation with other cargoes, but 
I mean the single ‘deck, large 
hatched, self-trimming collier, that can 


be loaded in a few hours and discharged ' 


Mr, Russell Rea, 


{COMMONS} 








Means. 894 


by machinery almost as quickly. They 
are building in this country such ships, 
and these ships will carry 10,000 tons to 
Marseilles, Genoa, or Port Said at rates 
as low as have been current from Car- 


‘diff to those ports in the past. This 


is the position of affairs, and it is 
causing anxious thought to those who 
are concerned in this business. | beg 
your pardon, I should say this was the 
position of affairs three weeks ago. In 
the meantime, the Chanceilor of the 
Exchequer has interposed with this 
precious taxation; and in my opinion 
the force of infatuation can go no farther. 
When Americans take up a business 
they generally carry it through, Three 
or four years ago they took the tin-plate 
industry, so far as it was an export 
industry, to the United States, and how 
far they have succeeded in keeping it the 
hon. Members who represent the districts 
of tin-plate industries can tell you. They 
were aided then by a high protective duty, 
and they used this weapon without 
scruple, and without mercy. In this 
new competition the people of this 
country expected that at least they 
would have had a fair field. We heard 
some rumours of a bounty, but we did 
not believe them, and the American 
may now keep his bounty in his own 
pocket, for we have found a bounty for 
him out of our pockets. I think the 
right hon. Gentleman has been deceived 
by the recent boom. I think that boom 
was an accident, and was the result of a 
Continental overflow of orders to agreater 
extent than the Continental collieries 
were able to supply. We were the only 
country able to take an immediate 
advantage of it; but I believe that the 
ultimate advantage will go to America. 
After the boom of 1873 the trade suffered 
the greatest depression ever known, and 
we are now beginning to feel the reaction 
from the year 1900. Probably, in the 
natural course of events we should have 
suffered a period of depression, but that 
period will be aggravated inthe immediate 
future by our first serious competition, 
and to this we have now to add State aid, 
not to ourselves, but to our rivals. 
“There is a tide in the affairs of men 
which taken at the flood leads on to 
fortune,” but there is also “a tide in 
the affairs of men which first flows this 
way and then flows back again,” and | 
feel that the right hon. Gentleman the 
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Chancellor of the Exchequer has{ them if this tax had been allowed to 
embarked upon a tide of the latter! affect existing contracts ; but the Chan- 
character and not of the former. * | eellor of the Exchequer has already 


*Mr. LOWE (Birmingham, Edgbaston) explained his reasons for not excluding 
[ should like, with the indulgence of the. them in the first instance, and has now 
House, to say a few words upon the. promised to provide for the exemption 
subject which is now under discussion. | Of all such contracts from his proposals. 
I venture to think that, being myself in | This difficulty having been got over, I 
no way commercially interested in the fail to see that any real or just cause of 
coal industry, and coming from a part of complaint remains to them. This tax is 
the country which, although it has a not in the nature of a ransom, but it is 
good deal to do with the production of | simply that the colliery owners have 
coal, has nothing whatever to do with | been selected as the class who are about 
its export, I am in a position to take a the best able to pay of all classes in this 
perfectly impartial view of this question ; COUntry. [ am sure that after the very 
and the opinion which, after a careful startling figures given us by the Chan- 
review of the facts, I should be likely to | Céllor of the Exchequer the other day, 
form in reference to it would, I should | 224 which have been repeated several 
imagine, in all probability be likely to | times in the course of this discussion—as 
reflect that of the ordinary, average t° the profits which have been made 
Englishman—the “man in the street,” during the last few years by these 
if you like, who is not subject to any colliery owners—nobody can for a 
particular bias in the matter. At all ™moment contend that they are not able 
events, I know that I am expressing the * Pay this tax. In fact, it is quite 
views of those whom I represent, of the ¢eTtain that no class of the trading com- 
vast majority of the people of Birming- ™Unity has, during the past year or two, 
ham, and a good deal of the surrounding | been more prosperous, or reaped a 
district, when I say that they heartily Ticher or more abundant harvest of 
approve of this tax, and hope that the Profits than the coal owners of this 
Chancellor of the Exchequer will stand Country. And when we bear in mind 
to his guns and hold firmly to the pro- that this new tax was mainly rendered 
posals he has made in regard to it. J necessary by the expenditure upon the 
heartily sympathise—as I am sure every | W?; and that a good deal of this excep- 
Member of the House must sympathise tional prosperity has been due to 
—with the colliery owners and their | creased consumption and inflated prices 
representatives in this House, who | Consequent upon the war, it seems to be 
feel that they will be injuriously affected ,™0St appropriate and only right and fair 
by this tax. But, as we have been | that they should be called upon to bear a 
reminded several times in the course of Portion—and it is only a very small 
this debate, new taxes of any kind | Portion—of the burden of this expendi- 
must always be unpopular with those | Ure 
who have to pay them, and it must be It has been said by many hon. Members 
extremely unpleasant to wake up and_ opposite that this tax will ultimately fall 
find oneself amongst a particular class upon the working miner. That is a very 
which has been singled out for this very easy thing to assert, but, in my opinion, 
unenviable distinction. But I venture it is not quite so easy a thing to prove. We 
to think that if these good people could | have heard a good deal about pits being 
be induced to lay aside the personal closed, and strikes, and about this tax 
aspect of this question, and look at it from | leading to a civil war, but I do not think 
a broad and national standpoint, even anything of the kind is likely to happen. 
they would be forced to admit that there It is an extravagant assumption to sup- 
is no branch of industry which could be | pose that the imposition of a small tax of 
more fairly taxed at the present time ;| this kind would cause the poorest pit to 
there is no branch of industry which, by be closed. I also think it is very im- 
being taxed, would run less risk of | probable that there will be strikes upon 
suffering any material degree of loss or any material scale in consequence of it, 
injury than their own. I quite agree | and the idea of its leading to a civil war 
with them in thinking that a great hard- | is so extravagant an idea as to be hardly 
ship would have been inflicted upon’ worthy of serious discussion. It seems 
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to me that it is impossible to prove that 
the incidence of this tax will fall upon the | countries, or whatever may be the cause, 
working miners without assuming two | it appears to be a fact that these countries 
propositions to be correct. (1) You|are obliged to have it, they cannot do 
must assume that it will fall upon the! without it, and they cannot get it else- 
home producer and not upon the foreign | where, at all events, at the same prices. 
consumer ; and (2) you must assume that | And notwithstanding considerable in- 
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transporting it, as compared with other 


Ways and 








the home producer will seek to get rid of 
his liability in this respect by throwing 
the burden of it upon the miners whom he 
employs. I do not admit that the inci- 
dence of this tax is likely to fall upon the 
home producer, for I believe that it will 
fall upon the foreigner. But 
assuming for a moment, for the sake of 


argument, that it would, I do not think | 


| 


that it is at all reasonable to suppose that 
these coalowners who have been making 
such huge profits during the last year or | 








even | 





creases having taken place in the prices 
charged and the freights imposed, the 
amount and value of the coal exported 
to these countries has continued to go 
up steadily for many years past. And 
this being so, it seems to be altogether 
irrational to suppose that the addition of 
ls. a ton in respect of this new tax would 
in any way interfere with the large and 
increasing demand for coal the class of 
which has usually been exported to these 
countries, or that they would require it 


two would seek to recoup themselves for the less, order it the less, or take it any 
this small additional expenditure by | the less for having to pay this slightly 


deducting it from the wages of their | 
employees. I think it would be just as | 
reasonable to say that all the Members 
of this House would seek to indemnify | 
themselves against the small addition | 
which has been made to the income tax | 
by deducting it from the wages of their | 
servants and others whom they employ. | 

With regard to the contention that | 
this tax would not fall upon the foreigner, | 
but would fall upon the home consumer, | 
I consider that this contention is most 
effectually disposed of by the facts, 
figures, and statistics which have been 
adduced not only by the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, but by other speakers in the 
course of this debate. It is no business of 
mine to recapitulate those facts to the 
House, for I do not profess to be an 
expert on mining matters, although I 
think I may claim to have had some 
experience in weighing the value of facts 
and evidence. I do not believe, how- 
ever, that the authenticity of these facts 
and statistics has been seriously called 
in question, and I am quite sure that 
their accuracy, meaning, force, and 
effect have not been in any way shaken 
by any hon. Member who has spoken so 
far in this debate. To my mind the 
figures which have been quoted con- 
clusively show that in certain European 
countries like Russia, Scandinavia, 
France, Germany, Italy, Spain, we hold 
the market for certain classes of coal. 
Whether it is because of the better 








quality of our coal, or the lower cost of 


Mr. Lowe. 


enhanced price. With regard to the 
contention of the hon. Baronet opposite 
that this increase is due to the laws of 
supply and demand, I think that that 
view is entirely refuted by the fact that 
it does not apply to other countries as 
well, for although our export of coal has 
continued to go up, the export of coal by 
other countries has not gone up. [Oppo- 
sition cries of “ Yes.”’| At any rate, it 
has not gone up in anything like the 
same proportion as our own, and in many 
cases it has not gone up at all. Then the 
hon. Baronet said that this tax would 
mean that even if the foreign consumer 
had to pay it, he would retaliate upon us 
by putting a duty on goods which were 
exported by him and sent to this country, 
but I do not see that this is any argument 
whatever against the tax so far as it 
affects the coalowner, for the foreigner 
would still have to pay it, and simply 
recoup himself by distributing it amongst 
various other classes of the community 
in this country, and they are, I believe, 
quite willing to take this risk. Nor do | 
think that the argument that this tax 
would be partial and unequal in its 
operation is at all a valid argument, 
because it is a tax which has been im- 
posed not upon any particular class of 
individuals but upon a particular kind 
of trade irrespective of the individuals 
who are engaged in that trade. Even 
supposing that this branch of industry 
would be injuriously affected, which I 
venture to think is a contingency which 
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is very unlikely to happen, I quite agree | wise nor patriotic, and for the reasons I 
with the Chancellor of the Exchequer in | have given, I consider this is a very just 
thinking that it would not be altogether | and proper tax, and I hope the Chancellor 
an unmixed evil. As the right hon. | of the Exchequer will insist on seeing it 
Gentleman has pointed out, coal is a/| carried into effect. 


different product to almost any other 
° Vd * ‘Th y fa hl + oa , E- 

product. It is part of the capital and og JOSEPH WALTON (Yorkshire, 
natural wealth of the country. It is the | V.R., Barnsley) : I represent an impor- 
very life-blood of our industries, and | tant coal-producing district of Yorkshire, 
when once it is extracted from the earth, | and in regard to both employer and em- 
it is gone for ever and cannot be replaced. ployed alike in this county there has 
If it is not sent abroad, as he pointed out | #8 yet been no expression of opimion im 
the other day, one of two things must | this debate. In my own constituency 
happen. Either it will continue to be | "° fewer than 11,000 men and boys 
produced, in which case there will be a| 27@ employed in coal mines, and 


more abundant supply of it for home | they are of opinion that this tax 
consumption, and the home consumer | will seriously injure their future 
prosperity. This tax is undoubtedly 


will get it at a cheaper rate, or it will not | ) 
continue to be produced, in which case it | # protective duty to the extent of Is. per 
ton in favour of foreign producers, and 
gn } ’ 


will remain in the earth and form a sort | : ; , 
of storage and reserve for future genera- | against English producers. We have 
been told by the Chancellor of the Ex- 


tions. 
I am afraid I am one of those foolish | Chequer that the present condition of the 


and misguided individuals (referred to | coal trade amply justifies this imposition, 
the other day by the right hon. Gentle- | but in the course of his statement he 
man the Member for West Monmouth) | appeared to base this conclusion almost 
who believe that the supply of coal we | entirely upon the high prices and the 
have in this country for our own use and | strong demand for coal which existed in 
consumption is by no means inexhaus-| the year 1900. We all know that trade 
tible. At all events, I can quite conceive | runs in cycles. After we have a cycle of 
that a time might come when, owing to | inflation it is invariably followed by a 
some entanglement with foreign Powers, cycle of trade depression, and when we 
we might need every ton of coal we could | remember that whilst in 1897 the average 
lay our hands on for our own purposes. | price of coal was only 5s. 7d. per ton, we 
And holding this opinion, I cannot | are told by the Chancellor of the Ex- 
imagine that the people of this country, | chequer that in the year 1900 it rose to 
taken as a whole, and without any re-| 10s. 94d. per ton. I think that many 
ence to any trade or sectional interests, | people in the country will be astonished 
will look with any great favour on those | to know that the average price of coal 
who would make a constant and ever-| in 1900 was only 10s. 94d. per ton. 
increasing drain upon our resources in| When the domestic consumers in London 
this vital respect, especially when they | and elsewhere have regard to the price 
know that these resources are being | they have recently had to pay for their 
impoverished in this way not for the | coal, they will begin to wonder where the 
benefit of our own nation, but in order difference between 10s. 94d. per ton, 
that our foreign rivals may benefit ; in| realised by the coalowner, and the price 
order that their ships—which maybe used | they have had to pay as consumers 
both for trading and warlike purposes in | has actually gone. In putting this tax 
competition with our own—may be kept | on the coal trade, the intention, I suppose, 
as well supplied with coal as our owt..; | of the Chancellor of the Exchequer was 
in order that their workshops and|to hit those who had made so much 
manufactories may be kept going and | money recently out of the coal trade. Of 
in full swing—workshops and manufac-| course he first stated that his belief was 
tories which are engaged in producing | that the foreign consumer would have to 
goods and commodities which are being | pay this additional tax. I will deal with 








sold in every market in the world in | that later, but coming back to the position 
competition with our own. Unrestricted | of affairs at home, I would point out 
trading of this class may be very|that when the tax was first proposed 
English, but in my opinion it is neither! by the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
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the existence of forward contracts being panies had to pay 16s. per ton for their 
absolutely disregarded, this tax would | locomotive coal. They have renewed 
not this year have fallen upon the coal- | that contract recently for the same coal 
owner, who has recently made a handsome | at 9s. per ton—a reduction of 7s. Coke 
profit out of his collieries, but it would | was produced in Yorkshire and sold freely 
actually have fallen to an enormous | to France and other European countries 
extent on the coal exporter, who, on the ‘last year at 23s. 6d. per ton, and within 
average, works his business for a very | the last fortnight the same producer has 
small margin of profit. We are now told | been unable to renew his contract in the 
by the Chancellor of the Exchequer | North of France, even although his quo- 
that he will treat those who have existing | tation was only &s. per ton. With regard 
contracts liberally, but we have not yet | to railway rates as affecting our foreign 
definite information as to what he actu-/| trade, we were told by the Chancellor of 
ally proposes to do. What was the posi-| the Exchequer that he had statistics for 
tion of the coal trade last year ? We know | the north-eastern districts of England to 
that the whole world has enjoyed during | show that the railway companies charged 








the last two years an unusual period | 
of trade prosperity, and that the con- | 
sumption of coal on the Continent of 
Europe and elsewhere has been very 
largely increased. That being so, the | 
collieries of Belgium, France, and Ger- | 
many have not entered so largely into | 
competition with British coal, because 
they required for their own purposes 
the larger proportion of the coal they 
were able to produce. That state of 
things has already passed away. The 
consumption of coal is rapidly declining, | 
and the producers of coal in Belgium, 
France, and Germany will in the near 
future enter much more into competition 
with British coal producers than in the 
last two years. There is no question that 
the coal production of Belgium, France, 
and Germany has. owing to the good 
prices which were obtainable, been 
increased recently. Therefore, when we 
have regard to the fact that the trade 
has already declined to such an extent 
that the Westphalian Coal Syndicate are 
actually restricting their output by | 
5,000,000 tons a year, and that by re- | 
moving this restriction they can put | 
the coal on the market to compete with | 
English coal with no delay, I think it | 
must be clear that we, as English coal 
producers, have not the monopoly of | 
the European markets, which some | 
would lead us to suppose. 

With regard to Yorkshire and how it 
will be affected by this coal tax, I would 
remind the House, a reaction in the coal | 
trade having already taken place, of the | 
very different condition in which it is | 
to-day as compared with what it was 
twelve months ago. I will give only two 
instances. In 1900 the railway com- 


Mr. Joseph Walton. 


/at home, and on coal for export. 


50 per cent. less for the carriage of coal 


|for export than for the carriage of coal 


from the same colliery to the same place 
for manufacturing consumption. I shall 
show that this was a misstatement, and 
I am sure the Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer made it quite unintentionally. The 
fact is that the coal in the north-eastern 


‘districts which is consumed by iron 


and steel works, salt works, large engi- 
neering works, and, indeed, by all the 


' manufacturing works, if the consumption 


is worthy of notice at all, is carried at pre- 


| cisely the same rate as coal for export. 


the only difference being that the export, 
coal is put f.o.b., which might mean 
ld. or 13d. per ton cost. But of this 
export coal a large quantity is exported 
from North-country ports to London, 
and, therefore, the London consumer 
gets the benefit of it. What I want to 
point out is this: that the small manu- 
facturers and domestic consumers, using & 
very limited quantity indeed, have cer- 
tainly to pay higher rates than are 
charged on coal for large manufacturers 
But I 
am sure the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
will be only too glad to have his attention 
drawn to these misstatements. I have 
the figures of the actual rates, which I 
shall be glad to show the right hon. Gen- 
tleman in proof of the statements I have 
made. I am no apologist for the railway 
companies. I think the rates on coal for 
household consumption are too high; 
but one must be just even to those whom 
we often condemn. The railway com- 
panies, be it remembered, have to carry 
coal for household consumption in single 
trucks ; those trucks are occupied on 
one journey often for four or five days; 
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whereas the companies carry coal for 
shipment in train-loads, and the trucks 
make many more journeys. 
remark applies to the larger manufac- 
turing customers. They get their coal and 


coke by train-loads, and naturally the_ 


railway companies are able to carry 
it at lower rates. But another - fact 
| will bring to the notice of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer 


on coke for shipment higher rates of | 


carriage are charged by the railway 
companies than are charged on coke for 
large works in this country. 

With regard to foreign competition, the 


Chancellor of the Exchequer would have | 
us believe that we English coalowners can | 


hold the field in the various markets of 
the world. I may tell him of a telegram 
which a friend of mine received to-day 


giving the statistics of the coal imported | 


in the first four months of this year into 
Hamburg. These statistics show that, 
whereas the export of German coal into 
Hamburg has remained unaltered, the 
exports of British coal to Hamburg, in 
that period, as compared with the corre- 
sponding period of last year, have gone 
down by no less than 100,000 tons. The 
exports of coal from Hull have gone down 
40 per cent. in the first three months of 
this year, as compared with the corre- 
sponding period of last year, and in Scot- 


land the coal exports have gone down | 


20 per cent. I should like to know who 
are the mysterious advisers of the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer who have given 
him his information in regard to the coal 
trade. His first statement was full of 
want of knowledge and of inaccuracies, 
and even his last statement on Thursday 
night did not display the knowledge of 


the. present condition or of the working | 


of the coal trade, which I think the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer ought to 
possess before he deals with such a serious 
question as this, which may interfere 
with and very seriously cripple one of the 
most gigantic industries of this country. 
When we remember that no less than 
225,000,000 tons of coal out of the 
world’s product of 650,000,000 tons 
were produced in England last year, we 
must see that any interference which 
may cripple and dislocate such a trade 
must be very far-reaching indeed in its | 
consequences. 

The only just principle upon which 
taxation can proceed is that every 
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/man should be taxed according to 
his ability to pay. I contend that this 
coal tax, imposed as it is not only upon 
one single industry, but upon a section 
of that industry, whilst all other indus- 
tries are allowed to go scot free, is a gross 
| violation of the just principles of taxation. 
Why should not this tax have been 
| divided? Assuming for one moment 
this tax could be justi and I do not 
think an export tax on any British 
industry can be justified—would it not 
be infinitely more equitable if it were 
levied on the whole output of coal in the 
United Kingdom. Such a tax of 2d. 
per ton would give the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer as much money as he will get 
for the 1s. per ton export duty. The 
right hon. Gentleman has also overlooked 
one other body of men who have ob- 
tained considerable benefit out of the 
coal trade during the recent time of 
inflation, namely, the royalty owners. 
'He does not appear to be aware of the 
fact that many royalty owners are paid 
under sliding scales, and that during the 
recent period of inflation they have been 
reaping a much greater revenue from the 
working of their coal. A much more 
equitable method of imposing this tax 
would have been to place 1d. per ton upon 
the colliery owner and 1d. per ton upon 
the royalty owner, thus making a fair 
division. I would also ask the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer why in the case 
of sugar heis levying an ad valorem duty 
according to the value of the different 
grades, while in the case of coal he is 
putting a uniform tax of ls. a ton upon 
all classes of coal—even the small coal, 
worth only 3s. per ton? In all fairness, 
equally with the sugar trade, it ought to 
be an ad valorem duty based upon the 
prices at the pit’s mouth of the respective 
classes of coal. One reason why I 
contend that this tax ought to be 
placed equally upon all the collieries. 
in the country is this: the inland col- 
lieries have been obtaining better prices 
for their produce during the last two 
years than have the exporting collieries. 
Why, in the name of all that is fair, 
should certain collieries be taxed, while 
making even more money, are 
allowed to go scot free? The greater 
part of the coal used in London for 
domestic purposes is brought not by 
sea but by rail from inland collieries. 


Means. 
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‘IT know that the popular feeling of the 








835 Ways and 


country is in favour of the coal tax, 
because of the excessively high prices 
which people have had to pay for 
household coal. Then why, in levying 
this tax, should you not hit the people 
who have reaped the profit out of the 
coal supplied for domestic consumption ? 
That can only be done by levying a tax 
upon the whole of the coal produced in 
Great Britain. It is perfectly true that 
the coal trade has been prosperous 
during the last two years; but, to show 
the injustice of this tax, I will give one 
single instance in the Barnsley Division 
of Yorkshire, which I have the honour 
to represent. There is one colliery 
there producing 360,000 tons a year, 
the whole of which goes for export. At 
that colliery the seam which is worked 
is a somewhat expensive seam to work. 
For years up to 1899 that colliery, em- 
ploying 1,000 men, was worked at a 
loss ; but during the last two years that 
loss has been more than recovered. 
But what will be the effect upon that 
colliery, the whole of the produce of 
which is exported, working under such 
conditions, of the imposition of this 
enormous tax! That colliery alone will 
pay £18,000 of taxation, whilst a col- 
liery not far away has no tax whatever 
to bear, as it sends all its coal for inland 
consumption? That is a glaring case 
of the unequal incidence of this taxation. 
Such a flagrant example of unfairness, 
if considered impartially by the Chan- 
¢ellor of the Exchequer and His Majesty’s 
Government, must surely cause the 
right hon. Gentleman to readjust the 
incidence of the tax, or at any rate to 
base it upon equitable lines. 

I have seen letters from foreign buyers 
with regard to the proposal that they 
should be called upon to pay 1s. more than 
their contract price—letters couched in 
language as strong as even the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer would find it difficult 
to surpass; and I venture to say that 
his suggestion—nay, his demand—that 
before we should have our current con- 
tracts exempted we should be required 
to go to our foreign buyer and ask him 
either to cancel his contract or to add 
the shilling to the contract price, is an 
insult to every honourable commercial 
man. The foundation of British com- 
mercial prosperity and supremacy has 
been built upon the fact of British com- 
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i mercial honesty—on the fact that foreign 
| buyers know that when they enter into 
a contract with us we will fulfil it to the 
very letter, whether it goes against us 
or in our favour. I must express not 
only the astonishment, but the painful 
| surprise that I felt when I heard these 
_words uttered by the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer when he introduced _ his 
Budget— 

“T think the law should be framed so as to 
enable a person who has made a contract here 
to break his contract, unless the persons with 
whom he made that contract abroad are 

willing to pay the shilling.” 
I thought there must be some mistake 
about this, having regarded the Chan- 


Means. .: 


cellor of the Exchequer as the very soul | 


of honour. The right hon. Gentleman 
was, however, afterwards asked whether 
or not, if certain contracts were not 
stamped, they would be legally binding, 
and he intimated that if they were not 
stamped, and therefore not legally bind- 
ing, it was a question whether the ls, 
ought to be allowed. All that I can say 
is that the custom of the coal trade has 
been that enormous contracts are en- 
tered into by the mere exchange of 
letters or telegrams. I have myself 
sold millions and millions of tons of coal, 
but I have never had a stamped con- 
tract in my life, nor have I had 
a single contract repudiated by a foreign 
buyer. It would, therefore, be rather 
late in the day for me to begin to seek 
to repudiate my contract obligations 
with regard to contracts entered into 
with customers abroad. I hope the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer will soon 
recover from this view of what are the 
proper obligations of British contractors. 
I can only explain his state of mind 
by recalling the fact that it may possibly 
arise from the strain of the financial 
situation arising out of the South African 
War. I have felt inclined, in playful 
mood, tosuggest that it might be a good 
thing for the right hon. Gentleman, 
while he is under this strain, if he took a 
holiday and went to China in order 
to study the principles of commercial 
morality. A Chinaman’s word is as 
good as his bond, and, whether contracts 
are written or unwritten, a Chinaman 
is rarely known to break one. I think 
if the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
spent a little time among the Chinese 
jcommercial classes, as I did not long 
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ago, he would come back with the 
pristine purity and soundness of his 
commercial opinions fully restored. 

Not only does the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer propose to handicap the British 
coal industry by the imposition of a 
protective tax of ls. per ton in favour 
of the foreign producer, but, while he 
places this burden upon this one in- 
dustry, other great industries which 
have made enormous profits in the last 
two years go absolutely scot free. I 
ask whether, in all fairness, the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer should not take 
into consideration the fact that the 
huge armament producing works and 
the ammunition producing works, which 
have been literally coining money out 
of the South African War during the 
last two years, and which are so full 
of orders that they will continue to coin 
money for two years to come, are not 
much better able to bear a special tax 
of this nature than is the coal trade. 
What are the facts with regard to the 
coal trade? The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer gave us some wonderful 
figures on Thursday night as to the 
profits made by the coalowners last 
year. I will venture to say that the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer did not 
possess, nor did the Home Office or the 
Board of Trade possess, the necessary 
data upon which to make that state- 
ment. Nor did my right hon. friend 
opposite possess the necessary and re- 
liable information to justify either him 
or the Chancellor of the Exchequer in 
seeking to influence the public opinion 
of this country by a statement such 
as he made on Thursday night, because 
he had not the information as to the 
actual financial results of working the 
collieries of this country which that 
statement would give the people of the 
country to understand he had. The 
estimate which was presented by my 
right hon. friend to-night was largely 
a question of estimate. The estimates, 
which he had no doubt carefully made 
for him, may be correct or incorrect ; 
but I say, when dealing with so impor- 
tant a question, it ought not to be a 
question of estimates, but a question 
of actual fact. The right hon. Gentle- 
man will know, however nearly the 
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‘not alter the fact that for an average 
of ten years based on real reliable data 
| the average profit on the whole of the 
‘coal collieries in the country was from 
5 per cent to 74 per cent. Now we 
are face to face with a period of com- 
| mercial depression. I have already 
shown that to the House by the quota- 
tions I have given as to the value now 
of steam coal and coke as compared with 
‘twelve months ago. But I will turn again 
to the question of foreign competition. 
Is it not true that America has deprived 
/us practically of the whole of the trade 
' of the West Indies? Is it not true that at 
the present moment America is seriously 
‘invading our market in Brazil and the 
Argentine? And is this the time—when 
prices are declining, and when we have 
‘to face strong commercial depression— 
to put a tax on British coal of 1s. per ton 
in favour of our American competitors ¢ 
Then I| point out this: Not only is this 
tax of 1s. a ton on British exported coal 
against the interest of the British coal 
trade, but it is against the interest of 
the British consumer. Our shippers 
take coal to Argentina and bring corn 
back, and it means that if they have not 
the coal to take out, or if they have to 
take it out at a lower rate in order to 
meet competition, they must have a 
higher rate for the corn they bring home, 
and the consumers will have to pay for it. 
Not only is that true of American coal. 
Does he know that American coal- 
owners have actually taken contracts 
with Paris gas works’? Does he know 
that they have taken contracts at Genoa 
and Algiers for large quantities? And 
from the figures named by the hon. 
Member who sits behind me, in his most 
interesting and moderate speech, we are 
in the near future going to be seriously 
‘brought face to face with America as a 
keen competitor with us for the coal 
trade in many parts of the world. What 
is being done? Whilst our Chancellor 
of the Exchequer is handicapping the 
British coal trade and British shipping 
by the imposition of £2,000,000 a year, 
the Americans are considering a Bill in 
,their Senate to give a bounty ot 
£2,000,000 a year to American shipping, 
and thus assist their foreign trade in 
}competition with us and the rest 





figures he gave to-night approach to of the world. Another quarter of the 
the actual facts as regards the working | globe has not been referred to. What 
of the coal mines in 1900, that does! about the British coal trade in the Far 
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East ? I travelled in the Far East in| compelled to take the men out of the 
1892 and 1893, and I got information | thin and expensive seams and put them 
then as to the British coal trade at | into the thicker and more cheaply worked 
various points. I went back again | seams of superior quality, and thus there 
in 1899 and 1900, and the change} will be a greater output and a more 
was perfectly astonishing as to the way | rapid exhaustion of the highest class of 
in which the coalfields of India and Japan | coal (which ought to be conserved in 
and Australia had been opened up and | every possible way) than there would be 
developed—the increased extent to which | had things remained uninterfered with. 
they were successfully competing with | Now, politically speaking, the Chancellor 
British coal in India and all round the|of the Exchequer may think that his 
various consuming centres of the Far) action was characterised by very con- 
East. All I say with regard to that is this, | siderable political sagacity, because, be it 
that this protective duty of 1s. a ton is) remembered, an enormous majority of 
a protective duty in favour of Indian, | coal miners are good sound Radicals, 
Japanese, and Australian coal in the Far ‘and therefore in putting this tax on the 
East as against the British producer. | coal industry he was following out the 

I must apologise for having spoken at so line of least resistance. All I say is that 
great a length, but I think this is emi-| politically nothing would strengthen 
nently a question in which a_ plain | me more with 11,000 miners than to have 
statement of fact by those who know | this tax proposed by the Government 
something of the trade ought to be made, | and pressed home and charged upon that 
because it is a most serious departure. ‘industry. But that is not the question 
To my mind, the idea of the Chancellor | we have to consider. It is not a political 
of the Exchequer of seeking to make the | question. It is, in my opinion, a question 
foreigner pay part of the cost of the | as to whether we should reverse the 
South African War is not only the most | settled fiscal policy of this country, which 
fantastic that was ever proposed in this | has remained undisturbed for generations, 
House, but one of the grimmest jokes|a question as to whether under any 
ever perpetrated by a Chancellor of the | circumstances we ought to place a duty 
Exchequer. They absolutely abominate|on any export from this country. I 
and detest the war, and so strong is the | have shown | think conclusively that 
feeling on the Continent of Europe that | the prospect before the coal trade to-day 
they would even suffer some loss to them- | is of so discouraging a character that we 
selves before they would pay a farthing | cannot aftord, if the trade is not to be 
of this shilling impost proposed by the | seriously interfered with and dislocated, 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. Another | to have this tax imposed. I know the coal 
point is the husbanding of our coal|consumers in this country imagine, 
resources. The Chancellor of the Ex- | if this tax is imposed, and we have thrown 
chequer sought to justify this proposal} back on our hands 5,000,000 or 
on the ground that if it did restrict | 10,000,000 tons of coal, they at home 
British exports by, say, 10,000,000 tons | will get their coals cheaper. All I can 
a year, and deprive British shipping of | say to the House and the country is this, 
freight to the same extent, after all there | that if they insist upon forcing this 
was consolation to be found in the fact | unjust impost on the coal industry they 
that we were husbanding our coal| may drive the coal industry to take 
resources. What will be the effect of | steps for its own protection. They may 
this tax? Surely the imposition of this | drive us to a course we would be very 
Is. a ton will shut out first of all the| reluctant to adopt, namely, to take a 
collieries at which coal of a poor quality | leaf out of the book of the Westphalian 
is worked, and that means that men will | Coal Syndicate, which for years past 
be thrown out of employment in these | has, by a regulation of output, maintained 
inferior collieries. In order to husband | prices at a paying figure. | sincerely hope 
the coal resources of the country we make |the Government and Gentlemen in 
it! a rule to try and work thick | this House will not by this act of flagrant 
and thin seams concurrently, so as to | injustice cause employers and employed 
prolong the life of the thick seams. But | to put their heads together to restrict 
if this tax is placed upon us we shall be | the output of British coal, and maintain 
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the price of coal at a figure which will | 
amply recoup them for the £2,000,000 | 
unjustly taken out of their pockets by | 
the proposed coal tax. 


*Mr. JOHN WILSON(Falkirk Burghs): 
Before endeavouring to point out the in- 
justice and the inexpediency of this pro- 
posed export duty upon coal I desire to 
take this opportunity of expressing my 
adherence to the remarks made by the 
right hon. Gentleman the President of | 
the Board of Trade in the latter part of | 
his speech, when he pointed out to the | 
miners the inopportuneness of a general | 
strike throughout the country. I be-| 
lieve that if the miners struck generally | 





throughout the country at the present | 
time the sympathy of the public would | 
be against them. The Scottish coal- | 
owners have met and declared that they | 
object to any general strike of miners, 
and I am glad that they have done so. | 
They have also pointed out the inoppor- | 
tuneness of a strike of this kind when | 
the question is being discussed in the | 
House of Commons. But while I agree | 
with the President of the Board of Trade | 
in that part of his speech, I am afraid | 
that | cannot go much further, for I) 
entirely disagree with him when he says | 
that this tax has been well considered, | 


| 
| 


and that the Government have taken | 
every step to inform themselves before | 
bringing it forward. I must say that | 
the evidence is entirely against that con- | 

: y s » | 
tention. When the Budget was first | 
brought before the House no attention | 
was paid to several points which ought to | 
have occurred to any practical man who | 
understood the bearings of this question. | 
No, one was more surprised than myself | 
when the Government put forward this 
proposal of an export duty on coal, and 
I never even dreamt that such a proposal | 
would be made. | 








I pointed out when the | 
Budget was first introduced how, in | 
bringing forward this tax, there were | 
three points which the Chancellor of the| 


Exchequer appeared to have lost sight of. | 
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must be the means of ruining many of 
those coal exporters. Another of my 
points was in connection with the desira- 
bility of imposing an ad valorem duty, 
and | pointed out the inexpediency of 
placing a fixed and rigid tax of 
Is. per ton upon all classes of ex- 
ported coal. I desire to show now 
at greater length the inexpediency of 
the tax being imposed in the form in 
which it is at present. If ad valorem 
duties had been imposed it would have 
been much fairer to all those districts 
which will be heavily hit by this wretched 
tax. I desire to make it clear that I do 
not approve of a tax on coal of any kind, 


| but if it is imposed it should be imposed 


The case of 
Northumberland has been very well 
stated already, and I desire to state the 
case of Scotland. The Scottish coal trade 
exports about one-third of its output, but, 
not being a smokeless coal, it does not com- 
mand more than one-half of the price ot 
the Welsh product. Therefore aduty of 1s. 
a ton on coal which fetches only &s. at 
the pit, as compared with 16s. for Welsh 
coal, is exactly equivalent to placing 124 
per cent. on Scottish coal as compared 
with 64 per cent. on Welsh coal. A great 
deal can be said on behalf of the conten- 
tion of the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
that the South Wales coal must still be 
taken by the foreigner, for there is no 
other coal of the same superior quality 
in the world. There are several other 
coals entering into competition with it 
at various markets, the price of which is 
less, but the South Wales coal commands 
the market, and will probably continue 
todoso. But that is only a small portion 
of our export trade of 44,000,000 tons. 
J think the export of South Wales coal is 
about 18,000,000 tons, and therefore 
you have 26,000,000 tons of coal which 
must be forced into the market in 
competition with the coal of foreign 
countries. 


I do not think that the Chancellor ot 


The first was with reference to the exist-| the Exchequer was at all well advised 


ing contracts. There is a class of coal ex- 
porters who form contracts for length- 
ened periods, of time for exporting coal, 
and some of those contracts extend over 
twelve months, and in some cases over 
two years. These contractors have not a 


large margin of profit per ton, and in 
many cases it amounts to a matter of 
pence. Therefore the question of paying 
a duty of 1s. per ton under such contracts 





when he brought forward this proposal. 
I think that before the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer brought forward this tax he 
might have consulted some experts on his 
own side of the House, and they might 
have given him better advice. On some 
of these points they would have, at least. 
satisfied the right hon. Gentleman that 
he was bringing forward a proposal which 
was absolutely impracticable. Supposing 
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that the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
carried this proposal of 1s. per ton? 
When you deduct the amount of 
the existing contracts, I do not 
think I am far wrong in saying that 
the right hon. Gentleman will find 
probably one-half of the whole export 
trade of the country are contracts, and [ 
should like to know how much will be 
left of the £2.100,000. I do not think 
it was at all worth while to bring forward 
this tax in this way, when all the money 
that will be got by it will not be much 
more than a matter of £500,000. I 
should like to know if the right hon. 
Gentleman's advisers are of the same 
quality as those who advised the Secre- 
tary of State for War in regard to the 
South African war. When they were 
asked by the Colonial Governments if 
mounted men were required in South 
Africa they replied, “No; send us 
infantry.’ ‘The same advisers con- 
sidered that the cost of the war would be 
£10,000,000, but instead of that it had 
cost £150,000,000. They also advised 
us that 30,000 troops would simply walk 
through the Boers, but we have since 
found that 250.000 men are not too 
many. I think the President of the 
Board of Trade stated that no speaker 
had given any prominence to the injury 
that would be done to the shipping trade 
of this country. I wish to say that when 
the Budget was first introduced I pointed 
out the serious disaster that would occur 
to the shipping industry in consequence 
of this tax. I pointed out the amount of 
coal which was sent out from the various 
Scotch ports. I think I can show very 
clearly how it does affect the shipping 
trade of thiscountry. Take, for instance, 
the Argentine Republic. We are im- 
porting from the Argentine Republic 
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every year 400,000 tons of wheat and | 
800,000 head of cattle, and we send to the | 


Argentine in return for that 1,000,000 
tons of coal. 


that country. ‘The American coal seams 
are very easily worked, and they can 
place coal at the ports in the Argentine 
at a price with which we cannot compete. 
The Americans are quite ready now to 
enter into the market and cut us out 
there. It will be seen that if you have 
only the advantage of a freight one way, 
and do not get it both ways, it will be 


Mr. John Wilson. 
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That export trade has been | 
declining, and will continue to do so, | 
because America has got her eye upon | 
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double the cost, and the price of your 
necessaries is bound to be raised to the 
working-men of this country. That is 
the point I wish the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had given more considera- 
tion to, for apparently our American 
neighbours are fully alive to the impor- 
tance of doing nothing that would cripple 
trade in the direction which I have indi- 
cated. I will read a short paragraph 
bearing upon this point which puts the 
case very distinctly. [The hon. Member 
read a passage from the Francisco 
Chronicle to the effect that the 
supremacy of the shipping trade of Great 
Britain was almost entirely owing to the 
vast extent of her export trade in coal. 
Four-fifths of all the weight of cargo 
exported from Great Britain consisted of 
coal, and in this way the shippers then 
were assured of an outward cargo, so 
the freights homeward were much less 
than otherwise. America was, however, 
rapidly developing her inexhaustible 
coalfields, and was gradually becoming a 
rival of Great Britain in many of the 
markets where hitherto she had _ held 
exclusive sway. No efforts would be 
spared to extend her export trade in coal.] 
I find throughout the country and 
amongst many hon. Members of this 
House an evident desire to discourage 
by this tax the exportation of coal to 
foreign countries. The Chancellor of 
the Exchequer said it would not be an 
unmixed evil if the export of coal was 
decreased. [Cheers.] I see some hon. 
Members agree with him in that respect. 
But they perhaps forget that we have an 
immense supply of coal at the present 
time, and probably “ sufficient unto the 
day is the evil thereof.” Another effect 
which probably they have not calculated 
is the effect that the stoppage of the 
export of coal from this country would 
have on the accumulated wealth. I put 
myself to the trouble of making a little 
calculation. The export in 1900 was 
44,000,000 tons of coal, and this taken 
/at 16s. per ton the price realised 
ifrom the Board of ‘Trade returns 
|amounts to £35,200,000. This sum, 
|put out at 3 per cent. compound 
/interest, and allowed to accumulate 
for 100 years, would amount to 
£676,495,766, or almost equivalent to 
the whole of the National Debt. I hope 
hon. Members who have not looked at 
the question from that point of view will 
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consider how much they may cripple the 


accumulating wealth of the country, ! 
because remember the wealth that comes | 
into our hands promotes enterprise in | 
I think it is little use hoard- | 
We do not know what | 


every way. 
ing up our coal. 
may be effected in the course of twenty, 
thirty, or forty years with respect to the 
saving of coal, on account of the advance 
of science. 


consumption of coal than the old class of 
engines. The scientific 
for the saving of coal will probably 
change the aspect of the coal trade alto- 
gether. Therefore I think it is foolish 
to endeavour to injure to such an extent 
as this 1s. tax will undoubtedly do the 
wealth of this great country. It seems 
to me that colliery proprietors must 
certainly not be included in the class 
“ who toil not, neither do they spin.”” We 
have worked hard for what we possess, 
but we are looked upon as a kind of 
Mohawks or wild Indians who are endea- 
vouring to plunder the community. | 
entirely dissent from that view. It is 


ridiculous for the Chancellor of the Ex- | 


chequer to bring forward the contention 


that the members of the coal trade have | 


exacted more than they are entitled to. 
Do his constituents in Bristol not take 
as much for sugar and tobacco as they 
‘an get? Supply and demand rules that 
question, and no coalowner, although he 
desired to do so, could restrict the price. 


The law of supply and demand has regu- 


lated the price during the past year, and 
although that has been high, the price 


has been a low average over a period of | 


years. Manufacturers who consumed 
large quantities of coal are apt to forget 


that they have prospered when the | 
prices of coal have been low during the | 


last twenty, thirty, or forty years. I 


have had forty years connection with the | 


production and selling of coal, and I 


remember in 1873 the price went up to. 
No such prices | 
have been got at the present time for 


21s. per ton at the pit. 
Scotch coal. They may be got for Welsh 
coal. 

I point this out to show the fluctuations 
of the coal trade. From 1860 to 1873 
there was a period of prolonged dulness, 
low prices, and little profit. The Report 
of the Royal Commission of 1873 showed 
distinctly that the coal trade was not the 
most profitable of the industries of 
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Modern engines, it is per- | 
fectly well known, can be much more | 
economically worked as regards the} 


improvements | 





Means. 846 
this country. From 1873 what has 
been the state of matters? Why, 


immediately after the boom of the 
1872-73 period a prolonged dulness 
took place, and prices went down to a 
miserably low level. In 1880 a small 
rise was got, and in 1890 another small 
rise was obtained. Now, after a lapse 
of thirty years, we have got a short 
boom, which has lasted not more than 
a year and a half. I cannot accept 
the figures of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer as accurate, but suppose, for 
a moment, that I take his figures and 
assume that £54,000,000 was made 
on the capital of the colliery owning 
companies in 1900; if that amount. 
was spread over a large series of years 
when prices were low, I do not think 
it would come to anything but a very 
low rate of interest indeed on the capital. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade gave some 
statistics with reference to Northumber- 
land. I say that unless these figures 
are put on the Table, and open to the 
inspection of practical men, they are 
practically worthless. I hope the right 
hon. Gentleman the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer is not going to establish 
the doctrine of ransom, such as was 
exacted from the wealthy Jews of the 
Middle Ages in England. If that is the 
case, then I suppose the converse will hold. 
When profits fall, and the balance is 
on the wrong side, no doubt the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer will come to 
the rescue and make up the loss. That 
is fair and reasonable. The right hon. 
Gentleman says the cost will come out 
of the pockets of the foreigner. Does 
he really believe that statement? If 
so we may be proud as coalowners that 
we have a Chancellor of the Exchequer 
who can regulate prices in that way. 
I do not know that I would vote against 
the imposition of this coal duty if 
I were perfectly certain that he has 
the power he assumes he has. If this 
tax is imposed it will cause serious in- 
jury to the shipping trade of this country, 
and dislocate the free-trade policy of 
‘the country. It is for that reason that 
I shall vote against this proposal. 
Greater men than the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer have changed their 
| minds when they saw the unwisdom of 
| their proposals. He changed his mind 
last year with reference to contract 
| notes, when pressure by the Stock 
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Exchange was put upon him. I| think 
there is a little more reason why he! 
should listen to the arguments and | 
contentions now put before him. [| 
hope, after all that has been said and | 
will be said, the Chancellor of the Ex- | 
chequer will yet see it to be wise and | 
prudent to appoint a Royal Commission | 
to inquire into this question. I venture | 
to say, as one deeply interested in this | 
trade, that if he does so, and if the Royal | 
Commission finds an export duty of Is. | 
is a wise thing, I will accept it with | 
pleasure, and will not vote against the 
proposal. 

*Mr. J. ACRON THOMAS (Glamorgan- 
shire, Gower): I represent a district in 
which three-fourths of the people are | 
interested in the coal industry. The | 
coal there is in such quantity that if 
it is worked at the same rate, or even | 
at a greater rate than at the present 
will last 4,000 years. My 
constituency consists very largely of 
colliers. I want the House to under- 
stand that all the coalfields in South 
Wales do not produce what is known 
as high-class steam coal. South Wales | 
is divided into three districts—Cardiff, 
which produces 21,000,000 tons ; Swan- | 
sea. about 5,000,000 tons; and New- | 
port, about 7,000,000 tons. In the | 
Cardiff district a considerable quantity | 
of the coal is high-class steam coal. 
In the Swansea district the coal is of 
quite another class. We have some 
anthracite coal of high quality, but the | 
bulk of the coal there is bituminous 
and friable steam coal. The difference 
in the working in the two districts, 
as far as large or small coal is concerned, 
would be this—Cardiff district coal cuts 
75 per cent. large and 25 per cent. small, 
and Swansea 25 per cent. large and 
75 per cent. small. Hence it will | 
be seen that the value of the coal | 
of the two districts is quite different. 
One is a high-class coal, of which we 
have heard so much to-night ; and the 
other is of a very different class—far | 
more friable, and it does not reach in 
the market more than half the price | 
realised by the first. In the districts | 
where this small friable coal is won, | 
works have been erected to manufacture | 
patent fuel, and at the present time we 
export from Swansea half a million tons | 
of that patent fuel in the year. This makes, 
with the two milion tons of coal, a total 


time, it 


of two anda half million tons exported | 


Mr. John Wilson. 


{COMMONS} 


| ground. 


| indicate. 
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from Swansea alone. Now, of all that 
coal and patent fuel, more ‘than half 
goes to France; but a large quantity 
is taken to Germany and Belgium, Hol- 
land and Italy. In fact more than three- 
fourths of all we export goes to these 
countries. Well, I am informed on the 
most reliable authority by people in the 
trade—and I know a little of the trade 
myself—that in all these markets we 
have to compete with German and 


| Belgian coal, and also with some coal 
| that is produced in France. I am assured 


that our trade in small coal and patent fuel 
will be materially affected, and that the 


| area of supply will be curtailed to a very 
considerable extent, if the 1s. duty is 
| put on the coal. 


Hence it is a matter of 
the very greatest importance to the Swan- 
sea district, which is practically maiden 
This very year Swansea is 
coming into Parliament for powers to 
build a dock which is to cost two millions, 


}and that dock is mainly to be used for 
| the purpose of developing the district, and 


making it what nature intended it to 
be—a great seaport to develop the district, 
and to find occupation for the large num- 
ber of people in the neighbourhood. 

It appears to me that the chiet result 
of this debate has been to show that the 
boom we have had for the last couple of 


|years seems to have made an_ impres- 
}sion on those who advocate this tax, 
'that the coal trade can well afford to 
| pay handsomely. 
no gainsaying the fact—I freely admit it 


Of course, there is 


—that the coal trade has been highly 


/remunerative during these years, but 


the cost has also been inereased to a 


larger extent than those on the Front 


Bench have foreshadowed. I know that 


/in some small collieries the cost has gone 


up cent. per cent. At the same time, 
they have made very handsome profits 
during the last two years; but in 


| 1894-5-6 and 7 there was no question 


of profits, but of how long the capital 
would last. Fortunately for us, the 
good time came and we were able to exist. 


The argument that has been made use 


of is that those supporting the Eight 
Hours Bill are prevented from advo- 
cating opposition to this coal tax. [| think 
that the Eight Hours Bill will have 


| quite a contrary effect from that which 
‘those who use that argument seem to 


If the colliers were to get an 
eight hours day, I doubt very much 
whether the quantity of coal sent to the 
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surface would be curtalied very much. | disturbanceswhich appeal for concessions; 


] think that, in justice to the colliers, 
eight hours is quite long enough to 
work underground. I do not think that 
the quantity of coal produced would be 
very much curtailed, because at the 
present moment the colliers do not 
work very long. I think that they should 
have that right which the great majority 
in this House would allow them. But if 
the Eight Hours Bill came into operation 
and there were a curtailmentof the supply, 
the demand for coal would not be lessened. 
If this tax, however, is imposed, the area 
of supply would be curtailed, and the 
supply would be larger. There would 
be a plethora of coal thrown on the mar- 
ket. The distinction is this, that to the 
collier it is a matter of great importance 
to have the Eight Hours Bill; but it is 
to him of greater importance that this 
tax should not be imposed, so as to avoid 
a glut of coal on the market, and thus 
reduce wages. 

In regard to the foreigner paying the 
ls. per ton, | have had it from merchants 
and colliery proprietors—I have seen 
the correspondence—that contracts have 
heen lost to a considerable extent because 
of that extra 1s. added to the price. If 
that is the case, and if they lose the con- 
tracts, the result will be that there will 
be an extra depression in the coal trade. 
If that depression takes place at once, 
bad times for everyone—for the mer- 
chants, for the colliery proprietors, and 
especially for the colliers—will come. 
And as one who has had much to do 
with colliers and the coal trade, I say 
that there would be nothing so disastrous 
both to the colliery proprietors, and to 
the colliers especially, as a disturbance of 
the present arrangements. That dis- 
turbance would be a far greater injury 
than any benefit that would arise from 
the tax. The inevitable result would be 
that the small colliery proprietors would 
certainly go to the wall. Then men 
would be thrown out of employment and 
very likely the colliery proprietors would 
make desperate efforts to induce the work- 
men to make concessions. Now, these 
workmen own largely the houses they 
live in, they are attached to the place, 


their families are there, they have their 


connections there, and very probably 
they would make the concessions asked 
of them. And no one who has not had 
experience can understand what injury 
that"does. Nothing is more disastrous 
both to capital and labour than those 
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and concessions given in one or two 
places would lead in other places to men 
being thrown out of employment. It is 
a serious matter interfering with well or- 
ganised labour. 1 am a_ believer in 
organised labour. Organised labour, like 
everything else, has its drawbacks, and 
if a fight comes on, as it will come, if a 
depression takes place with the curtail- 
ment of the demand for coal, it will be a 
fight disastrous to all concerned. This 
is the first time in which I have addressed 
the House, and it may be presumptuous 
on my part to make an appeal to the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, but on this 
occasion, with due modesty, I would like 
to do it, and I hope I will not be lacking 
in respect in doing it. I would suggest 
that this tax will not bring in more than 
a million this year. Well, if a Commis- 
sion were appointed to make inquiry it 
ought to be able to report by the end of 
September. Put on that Commission 
representatives of the miners. I do not 
want particularly the colliery proprietors, 
but men whose opinion it is necessary to 
get. I ask this to bedone so as to avoid 
anything like an industrial warfare. 
Having had a good deal to do with 
colliers, | know that they do not bark. 
If they talk they mean to bite. It is a 
matter of serious consideration, therefore, 
to see how we can avoid a conflict with 
a great body of highly respectable men, 
who are entitled to fair and considerate 
treatment. I do not know whether the 
men will come out. I have known 
colliers to come out, when they thought 
that their representatives were a little too 
slack and not pressing their claims strong 
enough ; they have taken the bit between 
their teeth, and gone their own way at 
the great loss to themselves and others. 
I believe that the colliers are not going to 
sit down quietly under this tax, and, if so, 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer and his 
friends will find they will be as far out in 
their calculations as they were as to the 
cost of the South African War. That 
war they estimated was to cost ten 
millions, but I believe that if the colliers 
come out on strike the loss will be more 
than ten millions. Why not appoint 
this Commission? If there is anything 
in the statement that we are exhausting 
the coal supply, and that there is a 
necessity to preserve it for future genera- 
tions, andif youcan convinee the men of 
that, they will consider it. They are 








reasonable. But if you do. not convince 
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Exchange was put upon him. 1| think | from Swansea alone. Now, of all that 
there is a little more reason why he! coal and patent fuel, more than half 
should listen to the arguments andj goes to France; but a large quantity 
contentions now put before him. [| is taken to Germany and Belgium, Hol- 
hope, after all that has been said and | land and Italy. In fact more than three- 
will be said, the Chancellor of the Ex-| fourths of all we export goes to these 
chequer will yet see it to be wise and) countries. Well, I am informed on the 
prudent to appoint a Royal Commission | most reliable authority by people in the 
to inquire into this question. I venture | trade—and I know a little of the trade 
to say, as one deeply interested in this | myself—that in all these markets we 
trade, that if he does so, and if the Royal| have to compete with German and 
Commission finds an export duty of 1s. | Belgian coal, and also with some coal 
is a wise thing, I will accept it with | that is produced in France. I am assured 
pleasure, and will not vote against the | that our trade in small coal and patent fuel 
proposal. | will be materially affected, and that the 
*Mr. J. ACRON THOMAS (Glamorgan- | area of supply will be curtailed toa very 
shire, Gower): | represent a district in considerable extent, if the Is. duty 18 
which three-fourths of the people are | put on the coal. Hence it is a matter of 
interested in the coal industry. The the very greatest importance to the Swan- 
coal there is in such quantity that if | 84 district, which is practically maiden 
it is worked at the same rate, or even ground. © This very year Swansea is 
at a greater rate than at the present | COmmng into Parliament for powers to 
time, it will last 4,000 years. My | build a dock which is to cost two millions, 
constituency consists very largely of | and that dock is mainly to be used for 
ecolliers. I want the House to under- | the purpose of developing the district, and 
stand that all the coalfields in South | ™aking it what nature intended it to 
Wales do not produce what is known | be—a great seaport ohe-itees Aerssbcaar 
as high-class steam coal. South Wales and to find occupation for the large num- 
is divided into three districts—Cardiff, ber of people in the neighbourhood. 

which produces 21,000,000 tons ; Swan- | It appears to se that the a result 
sea, about 5,000,000 tons; and New- | ot this debate has een to show that the 
port, about 7,000,000 tons. In the | boom we have had for the last couple of 
Cardiff district a considerable quantity | years seems to have made an impres 
of the coal is high-class steam coal, | 810% on those who advocate this tax, 
In the Swansea district the coal is of that the coal trade can well afford to 
quite another class. We have some | P@Y handsomely. _ Of oe: —s is 
anthracite coal of high quality, but the | 2° sansaying the fact—I freely admit “ 
bulk of the coal there is bituminous |—that the coal trade has been highly 
and friable steam coal. The difference | T@munerative during these years, but 
in the working in the two districts, the cost has also been increased to a 
as far as large or small coal is concerned, larger extent than those on the Front 
would be this—Cardiff district coal cuts | Bench have foreshadowed. I know that 
75 per cent. large and 25 per cent. small, | 12 some small collieries the cost has gone 
and Swansea 25 per cent. large and | Up — «~gel —. same ae 
75 per cent. small. Hence it will | they have made very 1andsome profits 
be seen that the value of the coal | during the last two pers but in 
of the two districts is quite different. 1894—5-6 and 7 there was no gene 
One is a high-class coal, of which we | of profits, but ot how long the — 
have heard so much to-night ; and the would last. Fortunately for us, the 
other is of a very different class—far | good time came and we were able to exist 
more friable, and it does not reach in| [he argument that has been made use 
the market more than half the price | of 18 that those supporting the Eight 
realised by the first. In the districts{ Hours Bill are prevented from — 
where this small friable coal is won, cating opposition to this coal tax. J thinl 
works have been erected to manufacture | that the Eight Hours: Bill will a 
patent fuel, and at the present time we | quite a contrary effect from that which 
export from Swansea half a million tons — who 3 eo. gpmerng lens be 
of that patent fuel in the year. This makes, | !2dleate. “ on, "T ee het poten th 
with the two milion tons of coal, a total eight hours day, + doubt very — 
of two and a half million tons exported whether the quantity of coal sent to the 
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surface would be curtalied very much. 
] think that, in justice to the colliers, 
eight hours is quite long enough to 
work underground. I do not think that 
the quantity of coal produced would be 
very much curtailed, because at the 
present moment the colliers do not 
work very long. | think that they should 
have that right which the great majority 
in this House would allow them. But if 
the Eight Hours Bill came into operation 
and there were a curtailmentof the supply, 
the demand for coal would not be lessened. 
If this tax, however, is imposed, the area 
of supply would be curtailed, and the 
supply would be larger. There would 
be a plethora of coal thrown on the mar- 
ket. The distinction is this, that to the 
collier it is a matter of great importance 
to have the Eight Hours Bill; but it is 
to him of greater importance that this 
tax should not be imposed, so as to avoid 
a glut of coal on the market, and thus 
reduce wages. 

In regard to the foreigner paying the 
ls. per ton, | have had it from merchants 
and colliery proprietors—I have seen 
the correspondence—that contracts have 
been lost to a considerable extent because 
of that extra 1s. added to the price. If 
that is the case, and if they lose the con- 
tracts, the result will be that there will 
be an extra depression in the coal trade. 
If that depression takes place at once, 
bad times for everyone—tor the mer- 
chants, for the colliery proprietors, and 
especially for the colliers—will come. 
And as one who has had much to do 
with colliers and the coal trade, I say 
that there would be nothing so disastrous 
both to the colliery proprietors, and to 
the colliers especially, as a disturbance of 
the present arrangements. That dis- 
turbance would be a far greater injury 
than any benefit that would arise from 
the tax. The inevitable result would be 
that the small colliery proprietors would 
certainly go to the wall. Then men 
would be thrown out of employment and 
very likely the colliery proprietors would 
make desperate efforts to induce the work- 
men to make concessions. Now, these 
workmen own largely the houses they 
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connections there, and very probably 
they would make the concessions asked 
of them. And no one who has not had 
experience can understand what injury 
that"does. Nothing is more disastrous 
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disturbances which appeal for concessions; 
and concessions given in one or two 
places would lead in other places to men 
being thrown out of employment. It is 
a serious matter interfering with well or- 
ganised labour. 1 am a_ believer in 
organised labour. Organised labour, like 
everything else, has its drawbacks, and 
if a fight comes on, as it will come, if a 
depression takes place with the curtail- 
ment of the demand for coal, it will be a 
fight disastrous to all concerned. This 
is the first time in which I have addressed 
the House, and it may be presumptuous 
on my part to make an appeal to the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, but on this 
occasion, with due modesty, I would like 
to do it, and | hope I will not be lacking 
in respect in doing it. I would suggest 
that this tax will not bring in more than 
a million this year. Well, if a Commis- 
sion were appointed to make inquiry it 
ought to be able to report by the end of 
September. Put on that Commission 
representatives of the miners. I do not 
want particularly the colliery proprietors, 
but men whose opinion it is necessary to 
get. I ask this to bedone so as to avoid 
anything like an industrial warfare. 
Having had a good deal to do with 
colliers, | know that they do not bark. 
If they talk they mean to bite. It is a 
matter of serious consideration, therefore, 
to see how we can avoid a conflict with 
a great body of highly respectable men, 
who are entitled to fair and considerate 

treatment. I do not know whether the 

men will come out. I have known 
colliers to come out, when they thought 
that their representatives were a little too 
slack and not pressing their claims strong 
enough ; they have taken the bit between 
their teeth, and gone their own way at 
the great loss to themselves and others. 
I believe that the colliers are not going to 
sit down quietly under this tax, and, if so, 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer and his 
friends will find they will be as far out in 
their calculations as they were as to the 
cost of the South African War. That 
war they estimated was to cost ten 
millions, but I believe that if the colliers 
come out on strike the loss will be more 
than ten millions. Why not appoint 
this Commission? If there is anything 
in the statement that we are exhausting 

the coal supply, and that there is a 

necessity to preserve it for future genera- 

tions, andif you can convince the men of 
that, they will consider it: They are 
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them there will be trouble. If you!]any other coal that can be obtained 


appoint this Commission the loss would 
not be more than a million, but if you go 
on with the tax the loss will be such that 
you will seriously regret that you have 
not taken the advice offered you. 

*Mr. EDWARD HAIN (Cornwall, St. 
Ives): The right hon. Gentleman the 
President of the Board of Trade expressed 
his surprise that more had not been heard 
on the subject from the shipping interest. 
Now, as a shipowner, andasone whowill be 
considerably affected by the payment of 
this tax, in respect of coals taken for 
steamers abroad, I rise to support 
the proposal of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer. I 
would not have it believed that ship- 
owners, or indeed anything like the 
majority of them, are so unreasonable 
as to take part in what I cannot but 
describe as an altogether exaggerated 
agitation against this coal tax. We 
have heard very much from speakers 
in the course of the debate about 
American competition and very large 
contracts having been placed — in 
the Mediterranaen for American coal, 
even at the low margin of 3d. per 
ton, against supplies of English coal. 
But I must confess, Sir, that in my 
opinion there must be some special cir- 
cumstances in connection with these 
contracts, for I do not believe that 
American coal in the Mediterranean 
can beat the English article by the small 


margin of 3d. per ton. I have been 
engaged in carrying American coal 


during the past twelve months to the 
Mediterranean, to Port Said, and 
Marseilles, and the difference in freight 
as compared with the English article 
would be at least 10s. per ton. We 
have heard in the course of this debate 
that American coal has not risen 
in price in anything like the same 
proportion as English coal, and with 
declining prices, if our English coal 
comes down to normal value, how 
is it possible that the American coal can 
compete with our English article in the 
Mediterranean? One coal has been 
mentioned in the course of this debate 
—the Pocahontas coal—a very excellent 


American coal, and the only kind that | 


can compare with the better classes of 
English coal. I have known this coal 
for years. I have been a very large 
purchaser of it, and I should always 
give it the preference in America over 

Mr. J. Acron Thomas, 


there. But when it is exported a long 
distance it has this disadvantage—it 
cannot bear the handling that the Eng- 
‘lish coal can, and it becomes smaller 
/in transit. We have heard much about 
the Americans taking away the trade 
,of the Argentine with their coal, but 
there need be no fear of that. I have 
myself only within the last month re- 
{fused Pocahontas coal on the River 
| Plate at a difference of 4s. a ton 
under English coal, and if English coal 
comes down to its normal price I do 
not believe that American coal can com- 
pete with it. An hon. Member opposite 
said the price of Pocahontas coal was 
1 dollar 50 cents per ton. Idonot know 
what his experience is, but it is very dif- 
ferent from mine. I have never been able 
to obtain Pocahontas cozl at less than 


3 dollars a ton free on board at the 
exporting port. An hon. Member has 


stated, what is perfectly true, that the 
Americans are building ships for the 
carriage of their coal and for other pur- 
poses. He said they were gradually 
building up a mercantile marine, and 
he described those ships as being well 
adapted for their trade,and spoke of them 
as being very different indeed from 
the three-deck, old-fashioned English 
steamers. Why, Sir, if one of those old- 
fashioned three-decked ships were to 
arrive in the Tyne to _ load coal 
she would be looked upon as a 


curiosity and only fit for a museum. 
I might instance a matter which 
“ame under my own notice very 


recently in connection with one of my 
own ships which put into a port for coal. 

It was impossible at the time to obtain 
English coal for the purpose of the ship, 
and native coal was put on board. What 
/was the result? Four days after the 
ship had sailed from the port she put 
back again, finding it impossible to get 
steam from the coal, and the delay in 
taking the coal out of the bunkers and 
getting a better supply extended to 
‘three weeks. It is therefore not a ques 
tion of 1s. per ton on English coal, as 
| 20s. a ton would not have paid for the 
loss. 

I do not desire upon this, the 
‘first occasion [of my addressing this 
| House, to detain the House at any 
‘length. I jsimply desire as a_ shij- 
|owner to put forward the shipping 
‘view of the matter, and to state that 
/ 
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I and other shipowners do not | difficulties which confront a Chancellor 
believe in the dismal forebodings of of the Exchequer when contemplating 
foreign competition. And we do not! a proposal such as that before the House. 
believe that the export of our own} can quite conceive that any Chancellor 
English coal will be injured in the least | of the Exchequer who contemplates 
by the imposition of this tax, and because |tapping a new source of revenue may 
[ hold these views I shall most cordially | find himself surrounded with difficulties. 
support the resolution. He is afraid to make a confidant lest 


*Mr. FENWICK (Northumberland, | his confidence should be betrayed and 
Wansbeck): The hon. Member for the | his object frustrated. 

Falkirk Boroughs began his speech) ‘There is a strong belief in that 
to-night by associating himself with the part of the country that I come 
President of the Board of Trade in his from, namely, Northumberland, that 
protest against what is known as the the Chancellor of the Exchequer has 
policy of the general stoppage of the not availed himself of all the sources 
mines of this country. It is not my | of information open to him, and which 
intention to discuss that policy at this | are thoroughly reliable. For instance, it 
moment. Nobody knows yet what may! would be interesting to know whether 
happen—whether the stoppage will take|the present Postmaster General was 
place or not. The President of the Board | consulted. Lord Londonderry has had a 
of Trade described such a policy as selfish | long and honoured connection with the 
and unpatriotic. But remember when! North of England, and is largely con- 
we have an unjust imposition which it is nected with the production of coal there. 
proposed to levy on a particular section A few years ago he raised his voice on the 
of the community, and which will not } Compensation for Accidents Bill, but then 
affect other sections equally capable of | the noble Lord was out of office. At this 
bearing the impost, we must not be moment he is in office, and that seems 
surprised if strong measures are taken to make a very great difference in his 
by that section of the community in order | political opinions. But there is another 
to checkmate the Government's policy. right hon. Gentleman, now a noble Lord, 
But I hope, however, that hon. Members| whose opinion was well worth knowing 
will disabuse their minds of an im- on this subject. It would be interesting 
pression which prevails outside this|to the House to know whether the 
House, and which I fear also exists late Home Secretary was consulted. 
inside the House to a certain! It would be interesting to know what 
extent, namely, that the miners are| Sir Matthew White Ridley—now Lord 
acting in collusion with the employers | Ridley—had to say on a subject such as 
in connection with this stoppage. That|this. Lord Ridley has a very large 
is not so. I am sure hon. Members will) interest in the port of Blyth, which 
take it from me that that isnotso. The) exports more than three million tons of 
hon. Member for the Falkirk Boroughs | coal per annum, and he has a very 
went on to say that he thought this) wide experience and knowledge of the 
policy of imposing a 1s. duty on coal, coal trade. It would be interesting 
could not have been carefully considered to know whether he was consulted. 
before it was proposed by the Chancellor | Perhaps he was, and it may be that 
of the Exchequer. There I agree with is the reason why he is now in another 
him. I firmly believe that if the right place, for with the interest which 
hon. Gentleman had availed himself of all | Lord Ridley has in the town of Blyth, 
the sources of information open to him, where the inhabitants are dependent 
if he had thoroughly considered what) almost entirely on the export of coal, it 
would be the effect of his proposal on the would be impossible in my opinion for 
mining, shipping, and other kindred him to continue a member of a 
industries of this country, he would) Government which made itself respon- 
never have made himself responsible for sible for such a proposal. One of 
such a proposal. Indeed, he practically | the hon. Members who has spoken, and 
admitted as much the other evening in| who represents one of the divisions of 
his reply to the speech of the right hon. Birmingham, stated very frankly what 
Gentleman the Member for West Mon- | were the views of his constituents on this 
mouthshire, when he referred to the | proposed impost. He would not have 
2G2 
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spoken in the same way if he had | for Morpeth gave us an interesting piece 
represented a mining district inthe North! of autobiography. He told us that for 
of England? The right hon. Gentleman | eighteen years he had been engaged as 
the President of the Board of Trade says | a miner, and knew how these questions 
the average wages of the Northumberland | were dealt with. Though a younger 
miners last year amounted to 35s. 1) man than my hon. friend, I have had a 
challenge that statement. He will find, more extensive experience as a miner 
on more careful examination that his | than he. For twenty-five years | was 
figures are wrong. But I am prepared engaged in active work as a coal-miner, 
to take the estimate he gave to the House. | and my position among all my colleagues, 
What was the object he had in giving , with whom I am accustomed to act is 
the House the average wages of the somewhat unique, inasmuch as | came 
miners ? His object was to show that, even | straight from the “coal face,” as we call 
if a portion of this tax did fall upon the it in Northumberland, to a seat in this 
miners, they were still able to bear it House. Therefore | have had _ con- 
because their average weekly wage was | siderable experience, as the House will see, 
35s. I appeal to hon. Members on both | in dealing with wages questions, and my 
sides of the House who represent artizan honest opinion—and I give it at whatever 
constituencies whether the wages of their the House chooses to appraise it at— 
constituents do not average far more | is that this tax will affect, and directly 
than 35s. There is not an artizan who affect, the coal-miners. 
does not earn more. Why do not you! The real question at issue is 
interfere with their industries ! You tax | whether the coal trade—the export 
the miner's sugar and increase his cost of | trade of the country—can bear this 
living, and now you propose legislation | 1s. tax. The Chancellor of the Ex- 
which will have the effect of taking away | chequer is firmly of opinion that it 
a portion of that wage which hitherto | can. Well, I should be a rash man to 
has enabled him to purchase these neces- | put my opinion against that of the 
saries of lite. Chancellor of the Exchequer, but | 
I will tell the House, with its have had more experience — than 
indulgence, how my constituents view he has in dealing with these questions. 
this tax. Eighty per cent. of the I am not speaking as a coalowner or in 
coal sold in Northumberland is sent | any other way than as one who is inte- 
over sea. What is our proportion as a/ rested so far as he can to protect. the 
district of this £2,100,000 7 North- wages of those he has the honour to 
umberland’s proportion is £400,000. represent. The coalowners, exporters, 
The President of the Board of Trade put | and shippers are quite able to take care 
it at a little less, but I think he will find | of themselves. I venture to say the 
that I am right. That is equal to a tax | miner cannot bear any proportion of this 
of £10 per head on all those employed in | tax. The time selected for its imposition 
and about the mines in Northumberland. is unfortunate, seeing that it is a time 
I do not for a moment wish the House to when business is receding and_ prices 
understand that I believe the whole of | falling, and wages are being reduced. 
this burden will fall on the miners of The miners in Northumberland have just 
Northumberland, but I think that 1 agreed to a reduction of 13? per cent., 
shall be able to convince the House that and at the next quarterly meeting may 
a substantial portion of it will. Weare have to meet a further demand for a 
probably, in proportion to the number reduction of their wages. The Scotch 
of people we employ, harder hit than any miners have already suffered a reduction 
other district. Of the five districts , of 25 per cent., and, I believe, are meeting 
affected by this proposal, South Wales | their employers to-day in Glasgow to con- 
will pay £950,000, Yorkshire £200,000, | sider a further demand of 25 per cent. 
Durham £230,000, Scotland £330,000, reduction, and my belief is that the im- 
and Northumberland £400,000. The tax | position of this tax will accelerate the fall 
per head in Northumberland is equal in prices and further reductions in wages. 
to £10, South Wales £6 10s., York- The Chancellor of the Exchequer, both in 
shire £2 15s., Scotland £4, and Durham his Budget speech and in the speech he 
£2. That is how the Northumberland made the other night, referred to and laid 
miners look at this subject. My hon. great stress on the superior quality of the 
friend and colleague the hon. Member Welsh steam coal. But the House will 


Mr. Fenwick. 
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observe that when he came to the| average price for the country in 1897 was 
consideration of North Country coal, 5s. 7d. a ton, Northumberland’s price 
it was not the steam coal which 5s. 2°9d.—call it 5s. 3d.; in 1898 the 
he had in his mind, but gas coal, and price of the whole country was 6s. 4d.— 
he called the attention of the House our coal 6s. 1°35d. ; in 1899 the country’s 
to the superiority of gas coal; but we price was 7s. 7d., Northumberland coal 
do not produce gas coal in Northum- 7s. 0°68d.; and in 1900 the one price was 
berland. I could have wished that the 10s. 93d., our price 10s. 63d., or a 
Secretary of State for India had been in difference all the way through of 3d. or 
his place, because it is not so very long 4d. less for Northumberland than the 
ago that the Government considered that average for the whole country. That 
the steam coal of the North was of such’! seems to me a very serious con- 
an inferior quality that they went the sideration so far as the industry in 
length of striking it off their contract Northumberland is concerned. Now, 
list. and when the Secretary of State for constant reference has been made to 
India was First Lord of the Admiralty I our position in the Hamburg market, 
had the honour to introduce a deputation and it seems to be imagined that such is 
to him at his office from the north of | the balance in favour of Northumberland 
England, who sought to have their names coal in the Hamburg market that we 
reinserted in the list, but we received have nothing to fear. On the 24th of 
scant courtesy. Since then you have last month the price of Westphalian coal 
favoured us with a few contracts for coal | in Hamburg was quoted at 14s. Taking 
for manufacturing purposes, but for the Northumberland coal at the average of 
Fleet you struck us off the list, and now the last year, and the highest average it 
you are imposing a tax which will have has reached during the last twenty- 
the effect of preventing us from supplying | seven years at 10s. 6d. f.o.b., if you 
the fleets of other nations which do buy add 4s. for freight, it leaves a balance 
our coal. against North Country coal in the Ham- 
The principle upon which our wages are burg market of 6d. per ton. Add your 
regulated may not be well known to this 1s. tax, and you have a balance against 
House, but it is a principle upon which | us of 1s. 6d. Will any hon. Member get 
we have acted for many years with con- up and say that, handicapped as we 
siderable success. Wages have always shall be under these circumstances, we 
been held to bear a certain relationship to can hope to maintain our position in the 
the realised price of coal, and they are Hamburg market ? 
regulated by that, and the effect will be Let the House consider what the 
this: if your proposal causes the price effect of this tax really is. Supposing 
to fall, a part of this burden will you have a big colliery strike, such as 
fall upon the miner, because the first’ you had in 1893. when almost the 
ascertainment of prices which is made whole of the Federation district was 
will show that the realised price is less standing idle for a considerable time, and 
by ls. a ton, and that will have a direct when foreign coal was being sent into the 
effect upon the wages of the miners of home market, what would be the con- 
Northumberland. Therefore, | maintain dition of things under the existing pro- 
that your proposal is unjust and inequit- posal ? There would be the ridiculous 
able, and a hindrance to the free develop- spectacle of foreign produced coal being 
ment of the industry of this country. brought into the English market free of 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer the , import duty, while our own coal, intended 
other night gave us some very interesting to be exported, would have to bear an 
figures to show what profits were being export duty. That is, the foreign miner 
made in the coal trade; and he stated would be able to place his product on 
the prices which obtained in 1897, 1898, the home market without any hindrance 
1899, and 1900. I want to put the or difficulty, absolutely unshackled, while 
prices realised for Northumberland steam | the home producer, the British subject, 
coal alongside of the prices realised over | would be prevented from disposing of his 
the whole of the country to show that | product in free and open competition. 
the steam coal of the North is not. Now, I want to make one observation 
of that superior quality which it is alleged | upon a statement made by the Chancellor 
to be by hon. Members opposite. The' of the Exchequer both when he intro- 
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duced the Budget and on Thursday 
night last. “Suppose,” said the Chan- 
cellor, “this proposal does check our 
export, I should not look upon that as an 
unmixed evil.’””’ The hon. Member for 
one of the divisions of Birmingham 
quoted those words to-night with apparent 
approval. ‘‘ What will happen?” asks 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer. ‘* One 
of two things—either coal will con- 
tinue to be produced and be sold at a 
cheaper rate in the home market, or it 
will not be produced, and thus be hus- 
banded for future consumption.” Sup- 
pose either of these contingencies does 
arise ; suppose the coal is continued to be 
produced, and is sold cheaper, what will 
be the effect on the wages of the miner ? 
They will of course be reduced. But 
supposing the coal is not produced, then 
he will get no wages at all; he will be 
thrown idle on the market. Do you 
really imagine that if you succeed in pre- 
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venting the export of coal, and compel the | 


mines to be shut down and the coal hus- 
banded for future consumption, you will 
ever be able to get it ? Once you close 
your collieries you will never get that 
coal. The difficulty you will have to 
encounter from the breaking up of 
the roof of the mines and from the 
water flooding the mines will be such 
that no man will be so foolish as 
to invest additional capital in reopen- 
ing those mines. I say this as a prac- 
tical miner, who 
able experience in the actual working 
of mines. If the mines are once shut 
down much of the coal in those mines 
will be lost for ever. 


I have one word more tosay. We know 
now that this is not a temporary tax. 
It is not a war tax, merely imposed for a 
short time, to be taken‘off as soon as the 
circumstances which made it necessary 
have passed away. It is a permanent 
tax, and in that fact alone you have the 
secret of the strength of the opposition 
which confronts it outside the House. 
We are now beginning to realise, and the 
working men of the country are now 
beginning to realise, what we have to pay 
for “killing each other as Christians 
should in the Transvaal.””’ We now know 
what it costs us to safeguard and protect 
the interests of our friends at home. 
When the right hon. Gentleman the. 
Member for West Monmouth the other | 


Mr. Fenwick. 
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has had consider- , 
_which I have the honour to represent, 
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night called attention to the fact that it 
was proposed to get just about as much 
out of this tax as would be required for 
the grant under the Agricultural Rating 
Act, and suggested that it was in order 
to continue that payment that this tax 
was imposed, the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer repudiated the suggestion with 
indignation. But has not the First Lord 
of the Treasury told us that it is the 
intention of the Government to renew 
that Act? Is not the money necessary 
for that grant taken out of the general 
taxation of the country? Will not the 
revenue from this impost go into the 
‘general taxation of the country! | 
maintain, therefore, that we are justified 
in saying that this impost is being levied 
upon the exporting trade of the country 
in order to pay, at any rate, a portion of 
the amount required under the Agricul- 
tural Rating Act. If the Government 
intended to raise their revenue on the 
principle that those who are making 
money should pay, I maintain that their 
proposals ought to have had a wider 
application—a broader basis, if | may so 
put it—because they are proposing now 
to affect only a particular industry in 
particular districts, while leaving un- 
touched other industries which have 
made equally large profits during the 
last two years. It is because of the 
inequality of this impost, and _ the 
iniquitous effects which this proposal will 
have upon that part of the country 


Means. 


that on this and every other occasion it 
shall meet with my strenuous opposition. 

*Mr. CHAPLIN (Lincolnshire, Slea- 
ford): The hon. Member who has just sat 
down has given, | think, a most effective 
and telling description of the way in 
which, in his opinion at all events, the 
tax which is now proposed would affect 
the industry with which he is connected, 


‘and the wages of those employed by it, 


especially in his own county of Northum- 
berland, the circumstances of which, I 
suppose, he is acquainted with as well as, 
or better than, any other Member of the 
House. My only regret is that at the 
commencement of his speech, and espe- 
cially when he referred to that county, 
there were not more Members of the 
Government present to hear him. | can- 
not help feeling that perhaps I owe some 
apology to the House for intervening in 
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this debate at all. 
interest in the coal industry of the 
country, and I concur with a great deal 
of the speech of the hon. Baronet who 
resumed the debate this afternoon, 
although I differ altogether from him in 
the alternatives which he proposed. I 
shall, therefore, be grateful if the House 
will allow me to make a few observa- 
tions before a division is taken. It 
seems to me that some of the grounds 
upon which this proposal was originally 
supported have, to some extent, been 
changed, or, at all events, considerably 
modified, during the progress of the 
debate. One of the reasons which, | 
think, commanded a good deal of public 
support for this tax was to be found in 
the belief that it would do something 
to diminish or to restrict the export 
of coal from this country. The right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for West 
Monmouth had nothing but ridicule 
for this suggestion, but I can quite 
understand, in spite of his atti- 
tude, that there is a great deal which 
might be said from that point of view. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer him- 
self was careful to point out, when 
he made the announcement, that coal 
was the very life-blood of our indus- 
tries ; that without coal those industries 
would languish, and that the whole of 
our great population would diminish and 
decay. He went even further, and said 
that in some of the districts where coal is 
most easily obtained the coalfields were 
already exhausted, and that the process 
which so many people feared had already 
begun. My own knowledge of the con- 
dition of the coalfields, [ confess, is not 
sufficient to warrant me in expressing 
any positive opinion ; but it may be, for 
anything I know, that the time is ap- 
proaching when some of the contingen- 
cies indicated in the speech of the right 
hon. Gentleman are beginning to come 
within an appreciable distance. If 
that were so, I say not only is the 
proposal of the right hon. Gentleman 
absolutely justified, but, under such 
circumstances, it does not go half far 
enough. 
not the view which is maintained now— 
if. indeed, it was ever intended to be 
seriously put forward. This tax is pro- 
posed simply and solely for the purposes 
of the revenue which is needed, and 


{6 May 1901} 


But I have some ! 


That, however, is apparently | 


kind are closed they are never likely to he 
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which it is estimated it will produce. 
That being so, it raises considerations of a 
totally different character, upon which, 
with the permission of the House, I will 
make a few remarks. 

The commonest axiom of financial 
doctrines is this—that when new taxa- 
tion is required great care should be 
taken to select methods for raising 


the revenue necessary which should 
interfere as little as possible with 
the comfort and convenience of the 


people, and, above all, with the indus- 
tries of the country. How far does this 
tax, imposed upon an article representing 
12 per cent. of the total exports of the 
country, fulfil that condition? Upon 
this point we all know that there is the 
most acute difference of opinion between 
the right hon. Gentleman and the oppo- 
nents of this tax. The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer told us—I am sure with per- 
conviction—that in his opinion 
this tax would fall on the foreign con- 
sumer; not only this, but the right hon. 
Gentleman intimated to one of the depu- 
tations that he had always intended that 
that should be so, and that was how he 
intended that this export duty should be 
paid. I wish that I could believe that 
my right hon. friend was entirely right. 
for if there is one thing upon which we 
are all absolutely agreed it is that we 
should all like to make the foreigner 
pay as much as we possibly can. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for West Monmouth has, however. 
declared that this tax will do nothing 
of the kind. He has enforced that 
opinion again and again by asking what 
seems to me to be a most pertinent ques- 
tion—Do you suppose that if we could 
get Is. a ton more from the foreigner 
than we get now that we should not have 
done so all along? To that question I 
am still bound to say I heard no sufficient 
answer at all given, and this for reasons 
which I will explain presently. The 
opponents of this tax maintain, on the 
other hand, that the tax will fall probably 
first upon the coalowners in the shape of 
diminished profits, and then immediately 
afterwards upon the miners—and with 
this unhappy result, that a certain num- 
ber of mines will be closed, a great number 
of working men will be put out of em- 
ployment, and that once mines of that 
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opened again. I cannot help thinking 
that some of the consequences which 
hon. Gentlemen opposite foreshadow are 
very much exaggerated. That, however, 
is their conclusion, and they are sup- 
ported in that view by the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Mon- 
mouth. The right hon. Gentleman has 
asked why the foreigner can be made to 
pay Is. per ton more for his coal now 
than he did before. If you could not get 
this ls. per ton extra out of the foreigner 
before imposing this duty, how can 
you expect to get it now! It may be 
due to my limited intelligence that I 
do not see this point, but | have not yet 
heard any sufficient answer to this 
question. It is not sufficient to quote 
the statistics and figures which were 
adduced by the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, telling as they undoubtedly 
were, nor the figures. so far as | 
was able to follow them, put before 
us by the President of the Board of 


Trade to-night. These statistics and 
figures are, no doubt, most careful 


and admirable records of a trade which 
was highly successful in the past, but 
successful before this new element was 
introduced into this question ; but, in 
my humble judgment, they cannot be 
taken as any criterion which can be 
safely relied upon as to what is likely 
to happen in the future under a totally 
different state of things which has had 
no existence before. There is another 
argument which has been used, and 
which is not more effective. I have 
seen it in the press, and | think in 
The Times. It is urged that when 
the English demand for coal goes up, 
because the iron and other industries 
are especially busy, the price to the 
foreigner is also put up in proportion. 
Quite so, and upon that statement this 
question is founded. It is asked why, 
in that case, should the foreigner not 
he made to pay a similar increase due 
to a different cause? The answer to 
that seems to me to be perfectly plain, 
and it is this: the different cause which 
directly affects and is adverse to you 
in this country does not touch him 
at all. The foreigner is beyond the 
reach of our legislation in this case, 
and just let me explain a little more 
fully what I mean. The position is 
this. We are competing at the present , 
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_ time with other coal exporting countries 
in the markets of the world, and in that 
competition those countries are sub- 

| ject as we are to all the natural causes 
and influences which go to make 
higher or lower prices, and in that com- 
petition you have been able hitherto to 

_beat them. Now you have introduced, 
or you are going for the first time 
to introduce, a new element which 
directly affects and is adverse to you, 
but from which the foreigner is free. 
It is perfectly true that, at even weights, 
if I may use a sporting phrase, you have 
always been able to win the race in the 
past, and at the same weights I have 
no doubt you would in the future be 
able to win. But in the handicap 
which he has recently made the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer has given 
the British producer 1s. per ton 
extra to carry. My racing experience 
has always taught me that weight makes 
a great deal more difference over any 
course than is very often allowed for. 
I suspect that the same principle which 
holds good in a race on the turf will 
not be very far out in a race in trade, 
or in anything else. I[t remains to be 
seen whether, with the extra weight you 
will now have to carry, you can continue 
to beat your rivals again in the future. 
With the very best coal | think you 
probably will, but how will you fare with 
the other ? All Ican say is that I shall be 

agreeably surprised if you do not find 
it a very close race Nor do I think 
that it would be very surprising if that 

ras the case. I speak with great diffi- 
|dence on this subject. My knowledge 
of the coal trade is very far from being 
extensive, but I am interested in some 
coal mining properties in this country, 
and I do know that the difference of 1s. 
per ton in the price of coal not only may, 

but actually does very otter, make 2 
most enormous difference in the profits 
or losses o* a mining concern ; and if this 
new tax falls, as so many people think 
that it will fall, upon the English producer 
I can imagine numerous cases where it 
will be unpleasant in the extreme. 

There is another question which, so far 
as I have been able to gather, has not yet 
been dealt with in the course of this debate, 
and it is this. The coal which is exported 
from this country is of varied qualities. 
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escaping the duty which they regard 
of coal, each and all commanding totally | as so objectionable. Above all, if I may 
different prices. There is the Welsh say so, I greatly regret the kind of menace 
steam coal, which I presume is the best, and of threats which are still being 
and commands by far the largest price, made in many quarters to-day. Both 
say 16s. or 18s. a ton. Then there is the right hon. Gentlemen who spoke 
the north country coal, the price of from the Front Benches this afternoon 
which is considerably less; and, lastly, pointed out the serious character of 
there is what is known as the middle- opposition of this kind, and I hope most 
class coal, which is lower still. And yet sincerely that, both in their own interest 
each and all of these different classes of and in that of the country, the leaders of 
coal are to be taxed at the same rate, the miners will not proceed in this 
namely, 1s. per ton. The consequence direction. I can imagine nothing more 
is that the cheaper and more inferior certain to defeat the cause of the miners 
coal, for which it is far more difficult than any attempt to overawe the judg- 
to find a market abroad, is taxed some- ment of Parliament by threats or by 
thing like two or two and a half menace of this kind. I have honestly 
times as much, according to value, as tried to express exactly what I think 
the best coal. That seems to me to bea and feel on this question, I do not 
manifest anomaly, and although perhaps think it can be said my speech has been 
lum not the person who ought to put it) unfriendly to the miners, and I do most 
forward, these representations have been earnestly hope their leaders will be 
made to me from a variety of different guided by wiser counsels in this matter. 
quarters, and I submit them to my right To go back to what I was saying just 
hon. friend the Chancellor of the Ex- now—is there such an alternative ? 1 be- 
chequer for the consideration to which lieve that there is, but certainly not of the 
they are entitled, and which I feel kind which was suggested by the hon. 
perfectly certain they will receive Member just now, and proposed by the 
from him. right hon. Member for West Monmouth 
| have endeavoured to examine this the other evening, and of which] will only 
question in some of its aspects, and say this, that it was worthy of the man 
the general conclusion to which I have who made it. The hon. Baronet who 
come is this: I believe this duty—I opened this debate this afternoon talked 
do not mean the whole of the duty, but of the high financial principles of the 
a considerable part of it at all events right hon. Gentleman. I hope he did not 
—will fall, not as the Chancellor of intend to-include in these high financial 
the Exchequer thinks on the foreign principles his proposals with regard to the 
consumer, but on the English producer Rating Act, for to get rid of the Rating 
of coal in this country. I do not wish to Act and imposeadditional rates on agricul- 
wuderrate the serious character of that tural land instead of the coal tax is the 
consideration, but at the same time, policy which the right hon. Gentleman 
supposing that to be so, in view of our proposed. According to him we are to 
present requirements and the necessity relieve the coalowners at the expense 
for increasing our revenue, which must be of the owner of land. Let me ask the 
obtained by some means or other, I House to consider seriously how these 
think it is impossible not to agree with two classes stand with regard to the 
what fell from the Chancellor of the| property which they severally enjoy. 
Exchequer not many days ago—that it]We know from the Chancellor of the 
was perfectly useless for the opponents Exchequer that in 1900 alone the 
ot this tax to go on opposing this or any net income of the coalowners has in- 
other new taxation and not suggest creased in a single year since 1897 to the 
anything else in its place, and unless | extent of £34,000,000, and one-fifth of 
they do that, unless they come forward | this probably must be put down to the 
with an alternative plan to provide an | exporting owners of coal. We also know 
equivalent revenue, and from sources less | from the Report of the Royal Commission 
objectionable than the coal tax, I do not which was appointed by the late Mr. 
helieve myself the opponents of this tax , Gladstone that the property of the land- 
have the slightest ghost of a chance «) owners of this country within the last 


There are different classes and qualities 
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twenty years has decreased in capital {matters of finance is a luxury which 


value by £1,000,000,000. 


And it is|we can hardly afford to indulge in. 


under these circumstances that the|I refer to the old 1s. duty on grain. 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for | It is a matter, however, for hon. Gentle- 


West Monmouth proposes that the 
burden of this tax should be transferred 
from the millionaire coalowner to the 
unfortunate and ruined owner of agri- 
cultural land. That is my commentary 


| 


in which they are placed. 


on the proposal of the right hon. Gentle- | 


man, and on the injustice which he is 
always prepared, and apparently glad— 
God knows for what reason, for he comes 
of that stock himself—to mete out to 
those who depend for their livelihood on 
agricultural land, and surely not a word 
more is needed. 
proposals may be made to this House, 
that is the last we shall hear of his brilliant 
suggestion. 

Well, Sir, there is another proposal 
which I think I might make to the 
House. There is a tax, or rather there 
was a tax, which was in existence not 
very many years ago, when I first 
came into Parliament, which nobody 
felt, to which no one objected, and the 
very existence of which ninety-nine 


men opposite to consider. I have only 


'made the suggestion as a possible means 


of escape for them out of the difficulties 
I should have 
thought it might have been worth their 
while to induce the new leader of theWelsh 
party to take up the question and 
champion it for them. ‘There is no man 
in the whole House, if he would, who 
could do that better than the right hon. 


Gentleman the Member for West Mon- 


I hope, whatever other | 


people out of 100 were in absolute ignor- | 


ance of, because neither for good or evil 
did it affect any one single human being 
in the country—a tax which we were 
told the other day, if it were in existence 
at present, would produce £2,500,000, 
or considerably more than the right hon. 
Gentleman anticipates from tht proposal 
which is now under our consideration. 
But, unfortunately, it was most unwisely 


repealed by Mr. Lowe in 1869. The repeal | 


of that tax I am told has been lamented 
by all Chancellors of the Exchequer since 
then, as perhaps the most wanton piece of 
financial extravagance that has ever taken 
place. The price of bread was not di- 
minished a fraction of a farthing by its 


repeal, nor would it be raised a fraction | 


of a farthing by its reimposition now. 
There is only one thing against it which 
I am aware of, and that is a thing called 
sentiment—sentiment handed down not 
unnaturally from the old days of Pro- 
tection, which was a very different thing, 
the memory of which lingers still in some 
quarters, although I am happy to think 
that it is gradually dying away. I hope 
it is so, for in these days of growing ex- 
penditure, and grow it will, you may be 
eertain, whatever you do, sentiment in 
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mouth. I daresay it would be a con- 
siderable change. I admit it would be 
rather a plunge, but he is pretty well 
accustomed to that. If they made such 
a proposal I should support them, and 
they would find, | believe, a great deal of 
support in other quarters, both in and 
out of Parliament—not because of the 
agricultural interest, for 1 do not think 
it would make one iota of difference to 
them. Whether wheat i3 21s., or 25s., 
or 26s. a quarter, the wheat industry 
in this country, except on very small 
portions of the very best land, would he 
equally ruined. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The right hon. 
Gentleman will not be in order in dis- 
cussing the reimposition of a tax upon 
corn. 


*Mr. CHAPLIN: Of course, I obey 
your ruling; indeed, I had nothing 
more to say on the subject but this, that 
upon general grounds I should regard it 
as much to be preferred to the coal tax. 
Because I believe that as a new tax it 
would cause less inconvenience, be less of 
a burden, and create infinitely less dis- 
turbance for any class or any interest in 
the country than the export duty on coal, 
and also because I think it is time that 
Parliament and Governments should 
have the courage of their opinions, and 
not be afraid to say, in the face of popu- 
lar passion or prejudice, what they know 
to be true. 

The decision, however, must rest with 
the industry which is attacked, and 
if they dislike my proposal, if they reject 
the idea of the 1s. duty on grain, which 
never hurt any one—why, then, I am 
afraid they will have to make the best of 
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the coal tax, and in the absence of any 
better alternative I shall certainly vote 
for my right hon. friend. 


Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Glamor- 
ganshire, Rhondda): I hope the House 
will pardon me for presuming to follow 
the right hon. Gentleman who has just 
sat down. The right hon. Gentleman 
claimed to have very great sympathy 
with the miners, and I thought at one 
time that, like the Member of old, he 
wanted to make out that no man ought 
to be a Christian who supported this tax. 
However, something dropped from him 
afterwards that will make us all anxious 
to see his sympathy in words followed 
out by sympathy in deeds when we come 
to divide. The right hon. Gentleman 
has made an alternative proposition, but 
Iam afraid that if that proposition were 
placed before the working men of the 
country they would say that, bad as they 
think the coal tax is, they would prefer 
it to a corn tax. An hon. Gentleman 
opposite made a very encouraging state- 
ment to those of us who fear the evil 
effects of this coal tax, in regard to the 
competition with America, but his pro- 
position turned upon an “if.” “If,” he 
said, ‘‘the prices of coal in this country 
came down to their normal position, then 
American coal would not be able to 
compete with English coal.” Yes, but 
there is that “if.” The question is, 
When the prices come down to their 
normal condition will the coal trade be 
able to bear this tax? I think not. 
When the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
made the statement that the foreigner 
would pay this tax we all believed that 


he meant it, but we also believed that he | 


has made a great mistake. (Cries of 
“ No.’’) 
that the House itself iswanting very much 
in information on that subject; and I 
make an appeal to the House to well 
consider the point before imposing this 
tax on one of the staple trades of this 
country. A comparison was made_ be- 
tween the prices of coal in Wales and 
Northumberland—the former being put 
at 16s. and the latter at 6s. per ton, but 
no explanation has been given as to the 
reason for that difference. I have made 
inquiries to-day, and I find that the 
Northumberland price is the price at the 


pit head—through and through ; but the 


| {6 May 1901} 


I think I am justified in saying | 
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' price of steam coal in South Wales is the 


price of colliery screened coal at the port 
of shipment, free on board. ‘That means 
a difference of 3s.a ton. Then there is 
the cost of transit, from the colliery in 
South Wales to the seaport, another 2s. 
per ton, or 5s. a ton altogether. That 
meansthe price, occasionally, of a ton atthe 
pit head in Northumberland. [An Hon. 
Member: There is nothing in that.] 
Well, if the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
could get that 5s. a ton he would think 
there was a lot in it, instead of there being 
nothing in it, as is alleged by one of his 
supporters. We have heard a good deal 
of the high prices obtained in South 
Wales ; but the average during the last 
two years was lis. f.o.b—not at the 
pit’s mouth—and colliery screened. At 
the end of the strike in 1898 the average 
price was 13s. 4d.; and the ten years 


| prior to the strike it was 10s. 6d. per ton, 


and for the whole past twenty-one years 
the average price was only 10s. ld. At 
the best of times the miners only received 
174 per cent. above the standard rate of 
wages—the average being 5s. 4d. to 5s.6d., 
but if the helpers are included it is only 
4s. 4d. to 4s. 6d., and I appeal to any man 
to say whether that is too much to pay 
men who work under ground. And 
what will it be with an extra tax of Is. 
put on the coal? For nearly thirty years | 
have had the honour of being the repre- 
sentative of the South Wales miners, 
and during that time we have been 
preaching to the employers that they 
ought to get more from the foreigner, 
and their answer invariably has been 
that, considering the keenness of the 
competition, they had exacted the highest 
price they could. In 1888, as the House 
will remember, after having been receiving 
for three years a wage lower by nearly 
20 per cent. than the wage of the miners 
in the Midlands who are not asked to 
bear this tax, we asked our employers 
for a 10 per cent. advance. They fought 
as stubbornly for twenty-two weeks— 
that was the answer we received—and in 
the end we returned to work with a 5 
per cent. advance. The employers even 
then declared that they could not exact 
a halfpenny more from the foreigner. 
If that was the case in the past, what will 
be the case in the future? The past 
history of the coal trade has proved that 
the competition has been far keener in 
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the export market than it has been in 
the inland market during the last twenty 
years. Then, when that fact is so patent, 
where is the justice of asking these people 
again to bear the burden of an extra 1s. 
on every ton of coal ‘produced as against 
other producers, who have received for 
all this time better treatment? The 
thing is impossible, and the more one 
thinks of the distribution of the tax the 
worse the proposition becomes. 

The tax, look at it as you like, will 
become a tax upon labour. At the 
best it must be a tax upon labour and 
profits, because there are certain high 
standing charges in the production 
ot a ton of coal which this tax will not 
touch at all. Various grades of labour, 
in producing a ton of coal, receive two- 
thirds of the price of it, and the other 
one-third is divided between high-stand- 
ing charges and whatever profit there is 
to receive. The South Wales coal trade 
is under this disadvantage, that from the 
nature of the seams we are working 
we have to number, and numbering 
alone costs on an average 8d. per ton. 
Royalty rents in South Wales, as will be 
seen from the Report of the Royal Com- 
mission, also average 8d. a ton, so that 
with those two items you get a burden 
on coal of 1s. 4d. a ton. Add to that the 
other rates and taxes, the price of iron, 
and the price of steel rope, horses, and 
fodder, and all those incidental charges, 
and you find that oftentimes, especially 
as the prices rule now, the other third 
is swallowed up, leaving little profit for 
anybody. But I am not here to defend 
profit at all. The employers are strong 
enough to look after themselves. but 
everybody knows who represents labour in 
this House—well knows—that when there 
is no profit to be made, labour being the 
only squeezable commodity, the employer 
falls back on labour, and will get his profit 
out of labour. What has happened in 
the past will happen again, and this 
undoubtedly will be a tax upon labour. 
If it is right then to put a tax upon labour, 
why not have it upon all labour in this 
country. If it is fair to tax the miner, 
why not tax the steel- worker—for the 


Ways and 


steel-workers of this country earn far. 


higher wages than the miner. It is not 
for me to suggest that any other worker 
should be taxed. My point is to show 
you the inequality of this taxation, and 


Mr. William Abraham. 


{COMMONS} 


Means. 


to show that you dare not tax any other 
people. Why do you tax the collier? 
Has not the collier proved himself the 
most faithful labourer in the land? Is 
not his life sufficiently precarious ; does 
he not spend a sufficient number of hours, 
years, practically his whole lifetime, in the 
darkness of the bowels of the earth, in 
order that the community may have 
yarmth and light ? 
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We appeal to the House now. Seeing 
that the question is not understood, 
and seeing that it will affect one-half 
of the labour of the community, and 
that the most essential for the comfort 
of the community, we ask the House 
to well consider it, to defend us, 
the miners of this country, and if this 
tax is necessary to make the foreigner 
or the employers pay it ; to do anything 
you can; to stay your hand until you 
have sufficient proof that it will not be 
paid by the collier. It is on, behalf of 
the workmen we appeal to the House to 
protect them, and to say that they shall 
not be made to bear this burden. 


*Mr. LAMBTON (Durham, 8.E.): I 
must apologise for intruding upon the 
House at this late hour, but I cannot 
allow this Vote to go without saying a 
few words, and, being closely connected 
with Northumberland and Durham, I 
think I am entitled to speak upon 
this subject. I agree with the hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Berwick— 
he is my Member in this House. | 
approve of every observation he made 
to-night. I object to the principle of 
the tax, the inequality of the tax, and 
the spirit in which the tax which has been 
introduced into this House. I have not 
been much about, but from what | 
have heard, what I have been able to 
see and hear here, and what I have 
read in newspapers, | think the reason 
why this tax is so popular and why 
the sails of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer are filled, as the hon 
Gentleman the Member for Berwick 
says, is that there is a feeling against 
the coalowners on the part of the public 
—a desire to have revenge on the coal- 
owners, and a strong spirit of selfishness 
amongst consumers of coal. You have 
only to read the papers for the last few 
days, or listen to the conversation of 


people you meet here and elsewhere, 
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THe CHANCELLOR oF tHe EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, 
Bristol, W.) : No. 


and you will hear them say, “I am 
glad of this tax; I wish it was more 
than Is.” And what is the reason ? 
They say, “I had to pay 30s. a ton 
for my coal last winter, and I am glad| Mr. LAMBTON: The right hon. 
the coalowners will be hit.” That is the | Gentleman recommended them to repu- 
spirit in which this tax is supported. I | diate their contracts. 

do not know whether the Chancellor of | 

the Exchequer whistled for that wind) Sir M. HICKS BEACH: No. 

or not when he put up this tax, but | 














[ must say the remarks of the right) *Mr. LAMBTON: Iam glad to hear 
hon. Gentleman bear out the remarks | the right hon. Gentleman contradict 
I have made. This is no new state of that statement. That, at all events, is 
affairs. The same thing existed in/ the opinion on the Coal Exchange of 
1873, when the price of coal was far Newcastle, and the honour of the coal- 
higher than it was in 1900. The right owners of Northumberland and Durham 
hon. Gentleman the Member for West. js as high as that of any hon. or right 
Monmouth told us that he paid 60s. for hon. Gentleman sitting on that bench. I 
coals in 1873, and in 1873 I had to) say that the right hon. Gentleman prac- 
inflict upon myself the same ordeal | tically accused them of forgery, when 
which I am now undergoing of making the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
a speech in defence of the coalowners, | for West Monmouthshire asked him 
who were attacked then as they are! why he did not allude to the contracts 
now. I do not say it was in this House, ' before, and the right hon. Gentleman 
it was in Pop.—the Eton Debating replied, ‘* Because I believe a good many 
Society. If I may be permitted, I will more existing contracts would have been 
now quote something from that debate. | found.” 
We are told that the child is the! 
father of the man, and I know there; Sjr M. HICKS BEACH: Will the 
are men here now who were also’ hon. Gentleman excuse me for saying 
in Pop. with me at Eton. The that is not a suggestion of forgery. That 
discussion for that evening was the is a suggestion that a good many contracts 
state of the coal trade, and the mover would have been made before the date 
laid great stress upon the fact that it of the Budget which otherwise would not 
was the most crying evil of the day. have been made. 
A little farther on I read that so-and-so : 
made the remark that the question’ *Mr. LAMBTON: I am glad also to 
was a little beyond his comprehension receive that explanation. The coalowners 
and he would go behind the Chair. | will be glad to hear that the words of the 
That meant that he would not vote, Chancellor of the Exchequer cannot be 
—it is the Eton synonym for sitting construed in such a way. During the 
on the fence. ‘ He then gave way to) whole of this debate the coalowners 
Mr. Lambton, who thought the inter-| have been held up as Shylocks and men 
ference of the Government would only | without honour. I object to the spirit 
make matters worse. He also objected of the tax, and I should like to see on 
to the terms in which the coalowners what grounds its principle is justified. 
were alluded to.” I only allude to that | The right hon. Gentleman told us he was 
because I could not find what the re- | a free-trader. 
marks against the coalowners were. | Sir HOWARD VINCENT: No, no. 
I expect they were too bad for publica- 


lg legs regpetaans ic tne ow *MR. LAMBTON: We have heard 
ae ee ee ee | yuotations from professors and 
the coalowners of Northumberland and |S°° 4 eves P 


as oe -7.. {Others, but when this grimy ghost was 
sige ~ hes — =a Ww ood | raised in the country I looked into my 
Segggen resent very strongly deed. | small library to see if I could find any 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer almost | york that would teach me anything 
incited the coalowners to dishonesty| which I did not know about free trade, 
and forgery. ‘and I found a book called ‘‘ Free Trade 
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and Protection,” by Mr. Fawcitt. This 
book was written in 1879, a few years 
after the high price of coals in 1873. In 
the course of that book I find— 


Ways and 


‘*There are many, for instance, whoconsider | 


that it would be highly advantageous for 
England to impose an export duty on coal. 
It is supposed that through sucha duty we 
might obtain a considerable revenue from 
foreign countries.”’ 
He went on to say that he did not think 
it would be the case, and then he says— 
“From events which are now happening it 
appears that if such an export duty had} been 
sanctioned, foreign countries would gradually 
have ceased to purchase coal from us, and 
would have obtained it from other sources. 
Thus a certain quantity of American coal is 
at the present time being sent to Europe.” 


This was written twenty-two years ago, 
and I should like to ask whether American 
competition is not stronger now than 
it was then. When you have 100,000,000 
invested in a combination to control 
the steel trade there is no guarantee that 
there will not be a combination for coal. 
“It may therefore with certainty be con- 
cluded that if the export of coal from England 
had been burdened with a duty, we should 
soon have entirely lost the foreign market for 
our coal. Ina period of depressed trade like 
the present the maintenance of sucha duty 
would be impossible . . , There has 
been a great diminution in the profits of the 
proprietors of coal mines, their workmen are 
suffering great distress . and it would be 
felt that there could be no justification what- 
ever for adding to the difficulties which have 
thus to be encountered, by continuing to 
maintain a duty, which, though it might 
yield nothing to the State, would have the 
effect of destroying the foreign demand for 
English coal.” 
I apologise for having read such a lengthy 
quotation, but I think that is as good 
an authority as any other that has 
been quoted. When the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer tells us he is a free-trader, 


I am not saying he is not, but the argu- | 


ment put forward by him, and those 
supporting these proposals, seem to me 
most contradictory ; first they say the 
foreigner will pay the tax ; then they say 


the coalowners can well afford to pay it ; | 
and then they say it will be a benefit to | 


the country, because the coal will not be 
exported, and that therefore it will be sold 
cheaper in this country. A Royal Com- 
mission which once sat upon this question 
said the export of coal for the next thirty 
years would amount to 360,000,000 
tons, and the Chancellor of the Ex- 


Mr. Lambton, 


{COMMONS} 








Means. 


| chequer was horrified when he told the 
House that the export had amounted to 
| 960,000,000 tons. I want to ask if the 
‘country would be any richer to-day if 
the 960,000,000 tons were still in ‘the 
bowels of the earth. We are told on the 
one hand that this tax will not prejudice 
the export, we are told on the other that 
it will be a good thing if it does prejudice 
the export. 
One objection I have to this tax is 
that this tax will be inflicted only upon 
‘coalowners and miners. Why is this 
to be the only trade taxed? The Govern- 
ment seem to me to be like a riotous 
pack of hounds worrying a lamb. Every 
sporting man knows what a dangerous 
thing it is, when a pack of hounds taste 
blood in that way, and every sporting 
man knows how to treat such a pack of 
hounds. ‘The only reason for projecting 
this tax is the supposed e1ormous wealth 
of the coalowners, but the enormous 
wealth of the coalowners is no reason 
for taxing them specially. Are there 
not many millionaires in London, men 
who in one day make more money 
than the richest coalowner has ever 
made in a year? Hon. Members seem 
to think that coal-mining is the most 
extraordinarily lucrative proceeding in 
the world. I happen to know coal- 
owners who were very large producers 
who have sold their collieries, and 
it is not to be supposed that if they were 
coining money in the way that is sug- 
gested that they would have sold their 
collieries at so small a figure as many 
did. If you come to my _ consti- 
tuency I will show you half a dozen 
abandoned collieries, one of which existed 
for twenty-four years, and during the 
twenty-four years it was working it 
only paid a dividend for three years, 
and the highest dividend paid was 5 per 
cent. 
I agree with the hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Morpeth and the hom 
Gentleman who has just sat down. 
It is ridiculous to say it will not affect 
the miners, when I can point out ina 
‘district like my constituency eight col- 
lieries have been closed and no longer 
afford work or wages for the miners. 
The tax upon the mines was supposed 
to be for the purpose of paying for the 
/war; now the Chancellor of the Ex- 
| chequer tells us it is going to be a per- 
| 
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manent tax. It seems to be forgotten | bour. What will the effect of this tax be 
that, although the coalowners made | there? We have heard enough statistics 
a large fortune last year, that these | to-night. The President of the Board of 
men pay income tax upon their profits. Trade quoted columns of figures which 
and they pay income tax upon their | certainly did not carry conviction to my 
capital; and now we are told that coal | mind, and will not carry conviction to the 
is capital, and they are to be charged , minds of the miners of Northumberland 
on that. They are not only going to,/and Durham. The Chancellor of the 
pay Is. 2d. tax on the income received, Exchequer said the coalowners need not 
but are going to pay on the coal as well. | pass a penny of this tax on to the miners. 
Now. why not put a tax on the foreign But the rate of wages in Northumberland 
warships built in this country andjand Durham depends upon a sliding 
foreign war material manufactured here ? | scale, and therefore if you diminish the 
[ suppose it would not be so popular, price the coalowner receives you will cer- 
because the public does not lodge in| tainly diminish the wages of the miner. 
warships or cook its dinners’ with We have heard some rather hard words 
Kynoch’s cartridges. I do not support to-night about the miners and the 
this tax myself, and I do not suggest threatened stoppage of work. I sin- 
inflicting a tax on either warships or cerely hope that the stoppage will not 
war material, because I am a_ free take place. In my own mind I look upon 
trader; but when the Government that less as a threat than as a protest. 
abandon free trade and fix an export The miners of the north country are an 
duty, I suggest another source which , independent people, and they do not come 
might bear a duty. I suggest another to this House to ask for sympathy or to 
little lamb. The Chancellor of the Ex- whine for charity. They demand justice, 
chequer says coal is a unique article; and they think the best way in which 
that is a most extraordinary statement. they can show their earnestness of pur- 
Certainly the coal of Northumberland pose and their strong belief that this is a 
and Durham is not unique, though that most disastrous tax on their industry is to 
of Wales may be. Then the Chancellor contemplate a stoppage of work. I hope 
of the Exchequer says the demand for that will be considered not as in any 
coal always exceeded the supply. The’ way intimidation towards the Govern- 
right hon. Gentleman has heard me, ment or as a threat to the House, 
therefore I take it he assents. I suppose | but as an honest expression of their 
it does ; but what sort of demand is it? strong feeling with regard to the manner 
Is it ademand that will give a profit in which this tax will affect themselves 
to the mine owner and a living wage to; and their families. Sneering remarks 
the miner. It is all very well to say | have been made about the lives of the 
there is a demand, but it is not such | miners. The miner’s life is not a very 
that it will pay the coalowner to produce | attractive one. Life in a colliery village 
coal. Now, reference has been made is not a very delightful one. The men 
to the coal of Westphalia and Silesia. | work hundreds of feet below the surface 
The division which I represent exports a | of the earth—I might almost say hammer- 
certain amount of coal. In that division | ing against the walls of hell. In my 
at the present moment there are | division there are deserted villages and 
£1,500,000 sunk in making new pits and | empty houses, in which at one time there 
in building houses and so on along the | lived people who were warm, well clad, 
sea coast. The harbour at Seaham is|and happy. The miners honestly believe 
having £600,000 spent upon it, chiefly | that if this disastrous tax is imposed you 
for the export of coal. It may be antici-| will greatly increase the number of 
pated that the further output of coal in | deserted villages in Northumberland and 
my division will produce a large increase} Durham. There is also a monument in 
for foreign export. Seaham entirely | a churchyard in my division upon which 
depends upon the export of coal, except, | are inscribed the names of nearly 200 men 
perhaps, for the export of bottles. | and boys who died in one day owing to 
The North Eastern Railway is making | explosions in a pit. Yet I hear Members 
twelve new miles of railway in the| grudging the miners the wages they 
division to supply the pits and the har-| receive. Those wages are not usually 
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very high, and when for once in ten. 
_ against the increase of the income tax or 


years the wages are higher, why should 
not the miner, like everybody else, have 
a good time for once in his life? What- 
ever you may say of the conduct of the 
miners with regard to the threatened 
stoppage of work, you cannot deny that 
these men are certainly brave men. There 


{COMMONS} 


has never been an explosion or accident | 
in a pit in the county of Durham in’ 
which volunteers to go down the pit | 


have not been forthcoming. 


There are | 


hundreds of men there who are as worthy | 


of the Victoria Cross as any soldier in the 
Army. It is for such men as these | 
appeal to-night. I ask the House to con- 
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which has been pursued. I shall not vote 


the sugar tax. There are many objections 
to the income tax, and the sugar duty 
requires much adjustment to make it 
fair. But there we are dealing with 
taxes the incidence of which we know, 
which fall the one on the more wealthy, 
the other on the poorer parts of the com- 
munity, but which, at any rate, fall 
equally and justly upon all. 

But what is this new tax we are 
now considering ? In the colossal seale 
to which our national arithmetic 


/has now reached, it contributes a com- 


sider their case, and to hesitate before it | 


lays a withering hand upon the industry 
by which they live. 
*Mr. ASQUITH (Fifeshire, E.): This 


subject has been so exhaustively dis- 
cussed that I shall not intervene for more 
than two or three moments. But [ do 
so mainly for the purpose of presenting a 
ease of hardship and injustice which, I 
think, has not yet been touched upon—a 
ease, I think, of more than local interest, 
because it illustrates a possible, and even 
a probable, result of this particular tax. 
I will not enter into the general question 
more than I can help. Certainly I will 
not endeavour to go again over the 
ground so completely covered in the 


admirable and as yet unanswered speech | 


of my hon. friend the Member for Ber- 
wick-on-Tweed. But there has been so 
much misunderstanding and miscon- 
struction of the motives of those who feel 
it their duty to oppose this tax—their 
attitude has commonly been represented 
as governed by no higher or broader con- 
sideration than the self-interest of those 
engaged in the coal trade, or the secon- 
dary self-interest of those who represent 
the persons so engaged—that I must ask 
to be allowed to make one or two brief 
preliminary remarks. I am not one of 


of an export duty. 


those, if any such there be, who complain | 


that the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
has endeavoured to meet the large and 
unprecedented deficit which he has to 
encounter by a substantial increase of the 
taxation of the country. Nor do I blame 
him in the least for spreading his net as 


wide as he could and bringing in as far as | 
‘there is such a class of coal, but I believe 


possible every class and interest, for all 


are equally responsible for the policy | 
| 


Mr. Lambton. 


paratively small rivulet to the ocean of 
the general revenue. It belongs to a 
category of taxation which for the last 
fifty years has been discarded by the joint 
consent of both parties in the State, and 
which, even in the days of the greatest 
financial stress during that period, has 
never been resorted to, until the present 
Chancellor of the Exchequer attempted 
it. He has, so to speak, taken down 
from the shelf of our fiscal museum this 
rusty weapon, and furbished it up for 
modern purposes. 

The arguments urged in favour of the 
proposal resolve themselves into two—not 
incompatible, but alternative arguments. 
One is that the tax will fall on the foreign 
consumer ; the other is that if, and so 
far as it does not fall upon the foreign 
consumer, it will fall on the coalowner. 
I admit that it is very difficult as a matter 
of abstract theory to trace the incidence 
Each case must be 
determined by its own particular cireum- 
stances. As regards this particular tax, 
however, the problem seems to me a very 
simple one. The question whether this 


tax will or will not fall on the 
foreigner depends on drawing _ the 
line between those classes of coal 


for which there is effective competition 
in the foreign market and those for 
which there is not. There may be a 
class of coal the quality of which is so 
rare, and the necessity so imperative, 
and, as regards an alternative supply, 
the only other possible sources so inferior 
in quality and infinitesimal in quantity, 
that it commands a practical monopoly 
and can command its price. It may be 


it to be a very small one in proportion to 
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the 40,000,000 tons of coal which are 
annually exported from this country. 


There are class distinctions in coal which | 


are almost as well defined as the class 
society. There is the 
aristocratic coal, the blue seam of 
South Wales. There is the middle-class 
coal of Northumberland and Durham. 
Andthen there is the humble and incon- 
spicuous but still useful coal which is 
I must ask the 


distinctions in 


largely produced in Fife. 
Jfouse to consider the case of this uncon- 
sidered but not inconsiderable quantity 
of our foreign exports of coal. In the 
east of Seotland, more particularly in 
the county [ represent, there has been, 
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the native producer when they are bur- 
dened with an extra shilling a ton? I 
am certain in that case, at any rate, 
ithe burden of the tax cannot be 
thrown on the foreigner. The Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer told us that it 
the burden of the tax cannot be thrown 
on the foreigner it will be thrown on the 
rich, well-provided, almost bloated eapi- 
talist whom he represents the native pro- 
ducer to be. The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer seems to me to confine him- 
self to particular and rather favoured 
| branches of industry. Has he ever con- 
| sidered the case of Scotland and the poorer 


| classes of coal ? 


as the Chancellor of the Exchequer has | 


constantly reminded us, an 
increase in the output. 


to sit for that 


Of that five-and-a-half million tons over 
3,000,000 tons are exported, or equal to 
i} or 70 per cent. 
aristocratic and more favoured qualities 
af coal it is a very cheap and humble 
material. I believe the difference in price 
is something like 2s. 6d. as compared 
with Northumberland and Durham, and 
jis, or 7s. as compared with South Wales. 
Sut where does it go? It goes to the 
Scandinavian and Baltic ports. 
in large quantities, the journey being 
short and the freights low, to the ports 
of Denmark. Sweden, and Russia, and 
competes with the Westphalian and 
Silesian supply. I am told that so close 
in quality are the Fite coal on the one side 
and the German coal on the other that a 
difference of 3d. or even 2d. a ton makes 
the whole difference between your retain- 
I want to ask, 


It goes 


ing or losing a contract. 
and L request any member of the Govern- 


ment who proposes to take part in this 
debate to answer the question—How are 
my constituents in Kast Fife to send this 
coal at these low prices to a market in 
which they are in close competition with , 


VOL, XCIII,  [Fourtu Series. | 


I think during 
the fifteen years | have had the honour 
county it has nearly | 
doubled, and it now amounts to some- | 
thing like 54 million tons every year. | 
f tm ' man takes the year 1900, which, like 1873, 
jforms no real basis of comparison, as 


As compared with the | 


| that are to come, 
j and | venture to tell him that during the 


enormous , 


*sik M. HICKS BEACIL: They were 


included in my average. 


*Mr. ASQUITH: The right hon. Gentie- 


anybody acquainted with the coal trade 
knows. He takes a year of inflated prices 
and compares it with preceding years, and 
he takes the average over the whole of 
the coalfields of the country, and he asks 
the House to accept that as representing 
the normal product of an ordinary year. 
But we are not dealing with the year 
1900; we are dealing with the years 
It is a permanent tax, 


four months irom January to April in the 
present year the decrease in the exporta- 
tion of coal from the east of Scotland as 
compared with the corresponding months 
in 1900 amounted to no less than 33 per 
cent. It is a falling market, a market 
of dwindling prices, 
as eompared with last vear which has 
gone ton. With 
what relevance is it ina state of things 
like that to refer us to the exceptional 


au price this year 


down 5s. to 6s. a 


prosperity of one particular year!) When 
I listened to the glowing figures which 
Gentleman produced 


the right hon, 


2H 
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with reference to the profits of capitalists | 
and miners in 1900, I could not help | 

. . . . | 
thinking that either his argument was | 


Ways and 
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realise this you hamper one of the most 
important and delicate trades in the 


kingdom. In two distinct directions it 


irrelevant or it proved vastly too much. | creates or aggravates inequalities and 


It was irrelevant if the bulk of the tax is | 
to fall on the foreign consumer. If and 
in so far the burden of the tax is to fall 
on the home producer, it proves a great 
deal tea much, because if it is true the 
trade is so prosperous, why has this tax 
heen imposed on only one-fifth of it? 


arouses a legitimate sense of injustice, 
In the first place, it does this as between 


| different districts—it increases the natural 


advantages of some and the natural dis. 


|advantages of others by imposing, under 
ithe guise of a uniform tax, a burden 


which presses heavily where it ought 


] do not hesitate to sav that it would | to he light. and lightly where it should 


he far more fair to put a uniform tax of 6d. 
or 3d. on every ton of coal at the pit’s 


mouth than to select out of your total | 


ibe heavy. Again, as between different 
ielasses of producers, it establishes an 


| artificial discrimination, because it takes 


output of 200,000,000 tons these partien- | the minority of one-fifth of the trade and 


lar 40,000,000 to heap the whole burden | imposes a special burden upon it, while it 


of the tax on a fifth of the trade. It is | 
curious to observe that, as justification of | 
this proposal, publie opinion in this coun- | 
try, the opinion of people who consume | 
at home, is encouraged to support the | 
tax on the ground that for the last two | 
years they have been paving excessive | 
But what | 


prices to the producer here. | 


retaliation is it to them ? It will not hit | 
the persens te whom they have been pay- | 
But they. having | 
paid excessive prices, are to get a sort of 
from a totally 


ing excessive prices. 


vicarious compensation 
different class of producers who 
engaged in the export coal trade. I do 


not look on this matter as it affects 


are | 


allows a majority of four-fifths to go 
scot-free. 


If | thought the agitation which 
this tax has aroused represented merely 
the selfish clamour of an organised 


interest, as some hon. Members seem to 
think, anxious to escape its fair share of 
the common burden, for my part | would 
not raise a finger or utter a syllable by 


way of protest or remonstrance. But it 


lis because [ believe that if you accept 
| this tax you will do serious—I do not 


say fatal—injury to the foreign trade 
of this country, create artificial inequali- 
, ties, and, what is still more important, 


}arouse a burning sense of injustice 


one of the interests of the country only. | in one of the largest. and at the same 


It is justified on grounds that would | time one of 


the most intelligent and 


justify the imposition of a special tax on | publie-spirited sections of our indus- 
any industry in the country which hap-| trial population, and because [ believe 


pened at a particular time to be exces- 
sively prosperous. If you begin with the 
eoal trade, why should you not go on 
with the iron trade ? 
trade in the whole range of our industries 


There is no single 


| you will do this for the sake of a totally 


incommensurate result, that, even now, 
‘at the eleventh hour, | beg the Govern- 
ment to reconsider their proposals. 


that, under this novel principle of taxa- | 


tion, might not in turn he made the | 


subject of a special impost. And what 
is the net result ? This tax, if the most 
sanguine anticipations of the Govern- 


ment are realised, will produce a rela- | 


THe FIRST LORD or tae TREA- 
; SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester, 
K.): At this time of night it would, | 
think, be contrary to the general feeling 
in the House if [ were to attempt any 


lively insignificant proportion of the | complete survey of the debate, which has 


whole taxation to he raised. 


Mr. Asquith, 


And yet to | 


now extended over more thanjtwo:nights, 
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Therefore the remarks | will venture to | speaker in this debate who has attacked 
address to the House at this, which, after | this tax has attacked it on the assumption 
all, is only the preliminary stage in the | —the avowed or tacit assumption—that 
discussion of the question, will be com- the tax after it is imposed will greatly 
pressed within the briefest possible) diminish the amount of our exports: 
limits. The right hon. Gentleman who|'That is their fundamental thesis. I 
has just sat down spoke partly, as he was| ought to add that it is not the 
well entitled to do, for the party to which | fundamental thesis of the right 
he belongs. He spoke also for the con-| hon. Member for West Monmouth, 
stituency he represents, and brought in,; who started a new economic theory. 
as he was well entitled to bring in, the | Political economy with him is theobedient 
coul industry of Fifeshire as a special | servant of party politics. That oracle, as 
example of the hardships to which the} far as he can manage it, always speaks 
woal industry generally will be exposed | with the voice which he desires to hear, 
in those parts of the country where a|and he actually had the courage to start 
large proportion of the coal produced is | in the first night of this debate a theory 
exported. Well, | well believe that the | from which he deduced the consequence 
east coust of Seotland will suffer as much | that price was settled by the seller ; but 
as any part of the country, if suffering | that, as a seller always exacted the highest 
there be, which 1 entirely dispute ; 1 | price he could get, if you put an export 
believe the right hon. Gentleman is right | tax on the commodity it followed that the 
in saying that probably the east coast | English seller of coal would not be able to 
of Scotland will feel it as much as any | throw any of the burden on the 
part of Great Britain. L am glad to | foreign consumer, and that the right 
think that the prosperity of the coal) hon. Gentleman called the law of 
industry in that part of the country has! supply and demand. If the right hon. 
been so great in recent years that, if Lam) Gentleman would read a little more of 
rightly informed, the largest company | that sentimental and sensational econo- 
dealing with coal in that district divided | ist John Stuart Mill, or rather, 1 should 
i” per cent. on its capital in the last year, | say, if the right hon. Gentleman would 
lesides handing on a good deal to meet) revise his recollection of John Stuart Mill, 
with difficulties that might have to be) he would see that, whatever else the law 
dealt with in years to come. 1 do not | of supply and demand means, it does not 
mention that because | think that a) mean that a set of producers can settle 
prosperous industry ought, because it is | their own prices and can always compel 
prosperous, to be taxed. | agree with the buyer to pay these prices. 

those who say that that is bad finance. 

It is not our finance. That is not the | 

principle upon which we have pro-| Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: I used 
posed this tax; it is not the the words the “higgling of the 
justification brought forward — for! market.” 

it by my right hon. friend. But 

it is not an irrelevant consideration to | 

bring before the House that the industry Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, the right 
with which we are dealing at this moment) hon. Gentleman used Adam Smith’s 
ix in so prosperous a condition that none phrase, but he did not reproduce Adam 
of those disturbances, temporary but) Smith’s doctrine. But lam not going to 
inevitable when you are dealing with) deal with the right hon. Gentleman's 
taxation, is likely to interfere with its | political economy at twelve o'clock on the 
essential prosperity. 1 notice that every | last night of the debate. That would be 


| 


' 
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an occuption of the time of the House 
which might be resented. The hon. 
Member for the Berwick Division read 
out some letters from which everybody 
would have deduced that a difference in 
price of 3d. between Scotch and English 
Coal made the differences as to whether 
that coal was to be sold in Scandinavia 
or Europe. 1 believe that to be a pro- 
found delusion. When a man makes a 
contract of course he cuts it as fine as he 
ean. He thinks what his rival will offer, 
and he offers as little less than that hypo- 
thetical offer as be thinks will get him the 
contract. 


sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: Suppiy 
and demand. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Quite so; and 
I have no doubt that if the Scotch and 
English contractors know their business 
they cut it as fine as 5d. very often. But 
that does not show that the difference in 
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coal are in real danger in the Scandi- 
navian market, | think they cannot 
have examined the facts and figures. ] 
believe the Scandinavian market to be 
under the entire control of the British 
producer, tax or no tax. | notice that 
the amount of coal imported into Sweden 
from Great Britain last year was over 


three million tons. The amount. im- 
ported from every other source was about 
100,000. And to tell us that, under 


these circumstances, with the fluctuations 


in price which we are familiar with in the 
coal market, we are endangering the 


Scandinavian market is to put too great 
a burden on the credulity of the House. 
1 think those who have gone upon the 


‘assumption that the tax is to diminish 


exports have not taken to heart two 


‘facts, both of which have been brought 


other parts of the House. 


value between Scotch and English coal on | 


the one hand, and Westphalian coal on 
the other, in a neutral market, is a differ- 
ence of only 3d. It shows nothing of the 
kind. It is not even a step towards 
demonstrating that result. Yet the hon. 
Member for the Berwick Division and 
others used that argument because— 


Sirk EDWARD GREY: 


Certainly, 


in one of the quotations | read out to the | 


House the statement alleged was that, 
in the opinion, | think, of a Swedish 
contractor, the difference in value be. 
tween English and German coal was 


4d. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Of course I do 
not at all dispute what the hon. Gentle- 
man says; but when he and the right 
hon. Gentleman who has just sat down 
tell us that Scotch and Northumberland 

Mr. A. J. Balfour, 


(or with German coal. 


Bench and from 
One of those 
sritish coal. 


to notice from this 
facts is the superiority of 
We have heard complaints raised from 
Welshmen ; but even the case of Wales 
was given up by the hon. Baronet the 
Member for Berwick, who admitted that, 
so far as Welsh steam coal was concerned, 
he did not believe it was possible for the 
foreigner to do without it: and that, 
therefore, the shilling would be gladly 
paid by the foreign consumer, and none 
of it would fall on the clients of the 
hon. Gentleman who spoke a few 
moments But the superiority of 
British coal is really not confined to Welsh 
There is no competition and can 


agu. 


coal. 
be no competition in all that part of 
France which we can reach by a seaborne 
trade. There is not, and there cannot 
be, any competition either with French 
There can be no 
competition, as I have already pointed 
out, in Sweden and Norway, in Spain, in 


Italy; the market of Austria we have 


not got. and never can hope to have. 
[An Hon. Member: Partly.] Austrian 


i steamers no doubt use steam coal, and if 


an Austrian steamer has got to take 
Welsh coal [ do not think Wales need be 
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afraid of any Kuropean competition. | here. 
| 


But | was not talking at the moment 
of coal required by steamers as bunker 
[ was talking of the ordinary 
employment of coal in the manufactures 
of the various countries, and it is really 
absurd, if you look at the quality of the 
coal and the locality of the places in 


coal. 


which our coal is used, to suppose that | 


I admit | 


competition will be effective. 
that that argument does not cover the 
ease Of Germany itself. 
is a coal-producing country, but the 
facts brought forward by the President 
of the Board of ‘Trade earlier this evening 
surely should have convinced any gentle- 
man who listened to them that even in 
respect of Germany itself there is no 
The 


reason [ say that is because, great as has 


serious danger to British coal. 


heen the increase in the production of 


Germany itself | 
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The hon. Baronet misunderstood 
that. He thought that my right hon. 
friend the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
had laid down the doctrine—which would 


Means. 


have been amazing had it ever been 
stated by a responsible politician—the 
doctrine that the fluctuations of trade 
prove its stability. No such doctrine ever 
was laid down either by my right hon. 
friend or anybody else; but when you 
find that the fluctuations of price in a 
trade very great. that 
they are relatively low, but that through 


are sometimes 


| periods of high prices and periods of low 


German coal, the percentage of increase 
in British coal used in Germany has | 
augmented in all these recent years in | 


And as_ tor 


do not believe that any 


spite of high 
America, | 
gentleman seriously supposes that, with 


prices. 


| 


the enormous freight which is neces- | 


sarily imposed upon American coal, there 
is the smallest danger that so far as 
Europe is concerned there is any perma- 
nent peril to the British producer from 
that quarter. 

lt that be true, all the arguments 


ued against this tax fall to the ground. 
They are all based on the supposition 


that the export is going to be 
diminished. We believe it will not be 


materially diminished. There may be 
a margin of the worst English coal—of 
the mines most difficult to work—from 


be unprofitable to take the coal into 
foreign countries. But that margin is 
asiuall margin ; its effect upon the trade 
must be infinitesimal. A tax of 1s. cannot 
have the far-reaching effects prophesied 
by the right hon. Gentleman. And it is 


forgotten that the fluctuations come in| 


prices the export trade goes on flourish- 
ing, augments, increases, with a growth 
unknown in any other branch of our 
industry, then it is not illegitimate to 
infer that so trifling an alteration as could 
be produced by the imposition of Is. 
duty will have no effect upon that trade. 
It has been pointed out by the Presideut 
of the Board of Trade that since 1870 
our exports of coal have quadrupled. 
In those thirty years prices have gone up 
and gone down, there have been good 
times and bad times in the coal trade; 
fluctuations of value, not of Is. but of 
many shillings, have taken place im the 
price of the article. Through all those 
changes the exports have gone on aug- 
inenting, until now they have reached a 
point at which they seem almost threaten- 
ing to dwarf every other branch of our 
exports. Is it not fair to say to the House 
and to the country, to those concerned 
in the trade, to the great mass of the 
community who are watching this con- 
troversy with such profound interest 
—is it not fair to point out to them that 
a trade in which the exports have gone 


reer : thy /on augmenting through all this variety 
which it may, in consequence of this tax, | C@ @4smentng through h ; 


of circumstances is not a trade likely 


‘to be materially interfered with by so 


trifling an imposition us that suggested 
by my right hon. friend { No answer 
has been made to that argument, and 
it has been put by more than one speaker 


on this side. 1 am not aware that any 
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speaker on the other side has dealt with 
it. For my own payt that argument 
alone would be enough to convince me 
that those who think that the trade of 
Northumberland, Durham, Fife, and 
South Wales is going either to be mate- 
rially interfered with or to be diverted 
into different channels from those which 
it at present occupies, are suffering 
under a seare which has absolutely 
no justification, and which, I believe, 
a relatively short experience will suffice 
to dissipate. 


Sin: JAMES JOICEY (Durham, 
Chester-le-Street): Every other export 
is in the same vosition. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Can the hon. 
Gentleman tell me any other export 7 


Sin JAMES JOICEY : Cotton export, 
machinery, everything. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Can the hon. 
Gentleman tell me of any other export 
which has increased fourfold 
varying circumstances in the last thirty 
vears 1 There is no such trade. I am 
convinced that those representatives of 
workmen think that 
of great body of the 


who 
that 


the 
interests 


under | 


the | 
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working classes who are concerned in| 


the coal trade are going to be damaged 


hy this proposal are suffering under a | 


vreat delusion, a delusion which I trust | 


the debates of this House will do some- 
thing to dispel, and which they in their 
turn will do their best to dispel among 
those who naturally and properly look 
We have always heard 
circum- 


up to them. 
from the coalowners 
stances like this that the margin of 
profit is so small that the trade will be 
ruined if this or that is done. We have 
not always heard the miners’ case. I 
remember exactly the same prophecies 
were made about trade when we brought 
in the Workmen’s Compensation Bill. 
Then we_were told that the competition 
Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


under 


i has been 
| owners, | 


Meuns. R99 


was such that the margin of profit 
was so exiguous, that if we ventured 
to pass that Bill in the interests of the 
workmen we should ruin the trade. | 
do not know whether the workinen took 
that view at the time. But the coal- 
owners did. 


*Mr. D. A. TILOMAS (Merthyr Tydvil): 
Not all. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, they did. 


*Mr. JOUN WILSON — (Falkirk 
Burghs): I am a coalowner, and | 


spoke in support of the Bill on th 
Second Reading. 


A. THOMAS: As this charge 
brought against all the coal- 
1 myself was 


*Mr. D. 


may say that 


an earlier and, possibly, a more zealous 


advocate of the Compensation Bill 
than the right hon. Gentleman ever 
was. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I wish to do 


injustice to no man in this House, but 
my hon. friend behind think, 
whatever he did on the First Reading, 
showed himself a zealous critic of the 
Bill at its later stage. 


me, | 


*Mr. JOHN WILSON : I showed my- 

self a zealous critic and friend of Amend- 
ments which, if they had been adopted, 
would have made the Act more perfect, 
instead of its being called by the judges 
in the court an Act to give employ- 
ment to lawyers. 


: | have not 
hon. friend 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR 
the least doubt that my 
acted according to his lights on the 
Committee on that Bill, but I could 
hardly claim him as an earnest and 
zealous supporter of it. In truth, I 
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believe that all these fears excited by |—an amazing proposition. ‘The foreign 
this tax are as illusory as the fears excited | producer whom we have got to fear is he 


by that beneficent measure. All now, 
eoalowners, coal employees, and the 
general public, are agreed that no undue 
burden was thrown on the industry 
by that Act. Since then it has prospered 
exceedingly, since then our reports 
have augmented day by day. And 
when L remember that the gloomy 
yaticinations with which the Act was 
received have been falsified by the event, 
{ confess I look forward with more 
serenity than perhaps persons of less 
experience might be disposed to do to 
the future of the trade on which so 
many melancholy prophecies have 
heen uttered this evening. I do not 
believe that our exports will be seriously 
diminished, I do not believe that the aug- 
mentation which has been going on these 
last thirty years in the export trade will 
be seriously impaired. I confess [ am 
one of those who wish that it were other- 
wise. [| cannot regard with pertect 
equanimity the enormous diminution of 
our coal supplies for the benefit of foreign 
manufacturers which we see going on 
under our eyes. The export trade was 
thirty years ago 10,000,000 tons ; it is 
now 40,000,000 tons. The right hon. 
the Member for Monmouth says that 
our coal supplies are inexhaustible, and 
ie would look, apparently, with equa- 
nimity on our present annual export of 
10,000,000 tons being again quadrupled 
inthe next thirty years. Sir, I cannot 
regard such a prospect with equanimity, 
nor do | think it to be for the best in 
terests of this country. The right hon. 
Gentleman seems to hold that “ what is, 
must ever be,” and that the coal under 
our feet is an inexhaustible asset for this 
country, and that those who have called 
attention to its rapid diminution are 
laddists and prophets of evil, or men who 
lave nothing to say for themselves 
except to raise spectres and bugbears as 
to the future of this country. I cannot 
take that view, though I admit that no 
wise statesman would or could seriousiy 
ittempt to diminish the export of coal. 


I heard one hon. Gentleman in an 





interesting maiden speech say that the 


tax was a benefit to the foreign producer 


| 


| who uses, among other things, our coal, 


and [cannot believe thatany mere manipu- 
lation of freights, of which he speaks, ean 
have any comparable effect with that 
which will be produced or may be pro- 
duced by the augmentation to which | 
have referred. I do not think that that 
is a question on which the House would 
desire me to enter at length; but I may 
say that in the opinion of the Govern- 
ment the whole case against this tax falls 
to the ground, because it is based on the 
assumption that it will result in a great 
diminution of exports from Wales and 
the east coast of England and Scotland. 


| We do not think so. We have given 


reasons for not thinking so, and all the 
fears brought forward on behalf of the 
coalowner and the miner and the industry 
which we are accused of attacking are 
erased in our judgment from the argu- 
ment which the House has to consider. 
We hold that this is not a tax which is 
imposed on a minority, on a particular 
district or industry—at all events, which 
is not paid by a particular class or in- 
dustry, or by a certain set of capitalists, 
or a certain class of working men. We 
think, on the contrary, that it is a tax 
which is general in its character in so far 
as it touches this country at all, a tax 
which is easy and economical to levy, 
and in that respect a tax which no 
responsible man will say that it will fall 
on the British producer or on the British 
manufacturer, or on the British public ; 
and on these grounds the Government 
hold that it is eminently a tax which this 


.House ought to pass in the present 


position of our finances. I hope, there- 
fore, that we may have a large division 
on the present occasion. In conclusion, 
I venture to suggest that, as there will be 
ample opportunities for the discussion of 
this question on the Finance Bill, this 
long drawn-out debate on what is, after 
all, but a preliminary and _initiatory 
proceeding with regard to the financial 
proposals of the year, should now be 
brought to a conclusion without further 
discussion. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 333 ; Noes, 
227. (Division List No. 171.) 
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Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster,SirMichael(Lond. Univ. 


Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 
Gibbs, Hn. A.G- H(CityofLond. 


| Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 


Gordon,Hn.J. E( Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, MajEvans- (T’rH’ml’s 


| Gore, Hon. F. 8S. Ormsby- 


Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 


| Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 


Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 


| Green, WalfordD.(Wednesb’ry 


Greene, SirEW(B’rySEdm’nds 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury 


> 


Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 


| Grenfell, William Henry 
| Gretton, John 


Grenville, Hon Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. [vor Churchill 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 


Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hambro, Charles Erie 
Hamilton, RtHn. Ld.G(Midd’x 
Hamilton,Marq.of( L’nd’derry) 


Means, 896 


Hanbury,Rt. Hon. RobertWm 


| Hardy, Laurence(Kent,Ashfd, 
Harwood, George 


Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, ArthurHoward(Hanl'y 
Heath, James (Staffs., N.W.) 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Kobert Trotter 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Higginbottom, S. W. 
Hoare,Edw Brodie( Hampstead 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset, li, 
Hogg, Lindsa 

Hope,J.F. (Sheffield, Brightsd, 
Hornby. Sir William Henry 
Horner, Frederick William 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry, 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, John (Kent, Faversh.) 
Howard, J.(Midd. ,Tortenham) 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hughes, Colonel Edwin 
Hutton, John (Yorks., N.R), 


Jackson,/&t. Hon. Wm. Lawies 
Jebb, Sir Charles Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 


Kennaway, RtHon.SirJohnH. 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T’. (Denbigh 
Kenyon, James (Lanes., Bury) 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 


, King, Sir Henry Seymour 


Lawrence, William F. 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lee, ArthurH(Hants.,Fareh’m 


, Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkrnhead) 


Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh- Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.5. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. Chas. W.( Evesham) 
Long, Rt Hn. Walter(Bristol.s. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe; Francis William 
Lowther, Rt. Hn. James(Kent) 
Lowther, RtHnJ W(Cum.,Penr 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis( Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 


Macartney, RtHn. W.G. Ellison 
Macdona. John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 


' Maconochie, A. W 


M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 


| M‘Calmont,Col. H. LB(Cambs. 
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M-Calmont,Col.J.(Antrim,E.) | 
M‘Iver,SirLewis(Edinb'gh, W. 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring Hn W.F. 
Maxwell, RtHoSirHE .(Wiet’n 


Melville, Beresford Valentine | 


Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore. J. Throgmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 


Milner, Rt. HnSir Frederick G. | 


Milward, Colonel Victor 
Mitchell, William 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon. JScott (Hants. ) 
Moon, yes Robert Pacy 
More, R. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, D. J.(Walthamstow) | 
Morgan, Hn. Fred.(Monm’thsh 
Morley, Rt. Hn. John( Montrose 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 


Morton, ArthurH. A.(Deptford |S 


Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robt. Gray C. 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry ) 


Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 


(Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr- Ewing, Charles Lindsay 


Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Herbt. P. (Darlington) 
Peel, Hn. Wm. Robt. Wellesley 
Penn, Jolin 

Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Richard 
Platt-Higeins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 


Abraham, William(Cork, N.E, 
Abraham: W illiam (R hondda) | 
Allen, W illiam (Gateshead) 
Allen,CharlesP(Gloue.,Stroud | 
Ambrose, Robert 

Asher, Alexander 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Asquith, RtHonHerbertHenry | 


Atherley-Jones, L. 
Austin, Sir John 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 


Bay ley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 

Blae Hk, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Boyle, James 

Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
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Pretym: in, Ernest George 
-ryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward | 
| Purvis, Robert 


Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 


| Randles, John S. 
tankin, Sir James 

| — pia). Frederic Carne 
ne gg wy 
teid, James (Greenock) 


| Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 

| Rich: ards, Henry Charles 
tidley, Hon. M.W.(St'ly bridge 


Ridley, S. F. ( Sethinal Green) | 


| Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson | 


Rober tson, Herbert (Hackney) | 
+e wn ig Brooke 
Rolleston, Sir John F. 
Ropner, ¢ ‘ol. Robert 

“meet gree Hon. Lionel W. 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 


sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler,Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Sandys, Col. Thos. Myles 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William i dward T. 


Ww elby, Lt.-Col. ACE(T 


Shaw-Stewart,M.H.(Renfrew) | 


Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 


Sinith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) | 


Smith, James Parker(Lanarks. 
| Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
E. (W. Bromwich) 


Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 


Stanley, Edward J.(Somerset) | 


Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart, SirMark.J.M°T: aggart 
Stirling- Maxwell, Sir John M. 
James Henry 

Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 


NOES. 


Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, mie! 

Brown, George M.( Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 


| Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
| Burke, 


E. Haviland- 
Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 


| Cameron, Robert 


Campbell, John (Armagh, 8. 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carew, James Laurence 


| Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 


Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
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Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 


Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHn. J.G.(Oxf'd Univ. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson,Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 


| Tuke, Sir John Batty 
| Remnant, James Farquharson | 


Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Col. SirCEH (Sheffield 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason,JohnCatheart (Orkney 
Webb,Colonel WilliamGeorge 
aunton 
Welby,SirCharlesG. E. (Notts. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John L. 
Whiteley, H( Ashtonund. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wills, Sir Frederiek 

Wilson, AStanley( York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hn.C. B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Young, Commander(Berks., E. 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Craig, Robert Hunter 

Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark 
Dutty, William J. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 
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Elibank, Master of 
Ellis, John Edward 
Emmott, Alfred 
Evans, Sir F. H. (Maidstone) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 
Ferguson,R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Ffrench, Peter 
Field, William 
Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, SirWalter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F. 
Furness, = Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Grant, Corrie 
Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hammond, John 
Harcourt. Rt. Hon.SirWilliam 
Hardie,J Keir( Merthyr Tydvil 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hayden, Johu Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon.Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, ¢ Hon. or 
Hobhouse.(. E. H. (Bristol, E. 
Holland, W ‘ll um Henry 
Hope, John Deans (F ife, West) 
Horniman, Frederic John 
Humphreys- ie Arthur ‘a 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Joicey, Sir James 
Jones, Dav. Brynmor (Swansea 
Jordon, Jeremiah 
Joyce, Michael 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kitson, Sir James 
Labouchere, Henry 
Lambert, George 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wim. 
Langley, Batty 
Leamy, Edimund 


Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Leng, Sir John 


Levy, Maurice 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
Lough, Thomas 


Ordered, That it be an Instruction to 
the Gentlemen appointed to bring in a 
Bill upon the Resolutions reported from 
the Committee of Ways and Means on 
April last, 
that they 
make provision therein pursuant to the 


of 
the House, 


the 29th day 
agreed to by 


Adjournment of 





{COMMONS} 


Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mather, William 
Mellor, Rt. Hon. John William 
Milton, Viscount 

Minch, Matthew 

Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. L. (Carmarthen) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Mosz, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, J. 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary M’d 
O'Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
()Connor,James( Wicklow, W. 
(Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
(Doherty, William 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

QO’ Dowd, John 

()’ Kelly, Conor { Mayo, N.) 
O'Kelly, James( Roscommon, N 
(Malley, William 


(Mara, James 
(Y Shee, Je uines John 
Palmer, Sir C. M. (Durham) 


Palmer,G reorge Wm. (Reading) 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Pearson, Sir Weetinan D. 
Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 
Pease, Sir Joseph W.(Durhain) 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

Perks, Robert William 
Pickard, Benjamin 

Pirie, Dunean V. 

Plummer, Walter R. 

Power, Patric ‘+k Joseph 
Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 


and Inland 


and then 
do. the year,” 


time ; 


Revenue, 
duties, and to 
to Customs and Inland Revenue and the 
National Debt, and to make other pro- 
vision for the financial arrangements of 
presented, and read the first 
be read 
Thursday, and to be printed. 





the House. 


Redmond, + tayo (Clare) 
Reed, Sir Edw. Jas. (Cardiff) 
Reid, SirR. Threshie( Dumfries 
Renwick, George 

tickett, J. Compton 
Rigg, Rie hard 
Roberts, John H. (Denhighs.) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 
Roe, Sir ew: 
Samuel, S. M. (W hitechapel) 
Schwann, “Charles E E. 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich (L eigh) 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (St; itford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. — G. 
Sinelair,Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Smith, HC (North’mb. Tyneside 
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Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur W ellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 


Spencer, Rt. Hn.C. R.(N’rth’nts 
Stevenson, Francis 8, 


Strachey, Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 
Tay lor, Theodore Cooke 


Thomas, A bel (Carmarthe n,E. 
Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan,E. 
Thomas, David Alfred(Me rthyr 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( He astings 
Thomas, J —s li amorgan Gow r 
Thompson, kK. (Monaghi in,N. 
Thomson,F. W. (York, W. R.) 
Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 

T ully, Ji asper 

Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 
Walton.JohnLawson(Leeds,S, 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courten: iyT. 
Wason, E ugene (Clackmannan 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whiteley, George( York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams,Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Fred. W.( Norfolk, Mid 
Wilson,Heny J. (York, W. i.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 


Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr. M‘Arthur. 


to alter other 
amend the law relating 


second time upon 


[Bill 168,] 


Adjourned at ten minutes before 


said Resolution.—(Mr. Chancellor of | 
the Exchequer.) | 
FINANCE BILL. 


“To grant certain duties of Customs, 


One of the clock. 
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901 Private Bill {7 May 1901} Business. 902 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 1'SOUTH WESTERN AND ISLE OF 
| WIGHT JUNCTION RAILWAY BILL 


Tuesday, 7th May, 1901. | [H.L.]. 
ones |_ The King’s consent signified ; and 
EARL OF DONOUGHMORE. | Bill reported from the Select Com- 
LORD FARNHAM. mittee with Amendments. 


Reports made from the Lorp CHAN- 
CELLOR, that the right of Richard Walter 
John, Earl of Donoughmore, and 
Arthur Kenlis, Baron Farnham, to vote | 
at the elections of Representative Peers | 
for Ireland has been established to the | DOVER HARBOUR BILL [u.z.}. 


| CENTRAL LONDON RAILWAY (No. 2) 
BILL [H.L.}. 


Committed. 














f that the powers to construct Tramways | 





_tead, and ordered to lie on the Table. | That the Committee had not proceeded 
neo | with the consideration of the Bill, no 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. | parties having appeared in opposition 
thereto; read, and ordered to lie on 

—— ithe Table; the orders made on the 


The LorD CHANCELLOR acquainted the | 8th of March and Tuesday last dis- 
' House that the Clerk of the Parliaments charged; and the Bill committed. 
3 had laid upon the Table the Certificate | 


E from the Examiners that the further | BOLTON CORPORATION BILL [a.1.}. 
* Standing Orders applicable to the fol- | Report from the Select Committee, 
lowing Bill have been complied with: | That the Committee had not proceeded 
Gateshead and District Tramways. _with the consideration of the Bill, no 
The same was ordered to lie on the | Parties having appeared in opposition 
F Table. | thereto ; read, and ordered to lie on the 

| Table; the orders made on the 8th of 
STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEES. | March and Tuesday last discharged ; 


Report from, That the Standing | 87d Bill com mitted. 


Orders not complied with in respect | 

of the HEYWOOD AND MIDDLETON WATER 
London United Tramways Bill | snlanisendilinmuaadntiats 

d| RUGBY WATER AND IMPROVEMENT 
BILL [u.1. |. 

Nos. 2, 24, 3, 34, 4, 44, 5, 5a, 6, 6a, Soe ee ene ane 

7, 7A, 7B, 8, 16, 17, 18, and 184 be LOWESTOFT CORPORATION BILL [#.1.}. 

truck out of the Bill. WOLVERHAMPTON AND CANNOCK 

| CHASE RAILWAY BILL. 


GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY BILL. 


ought to be dispensed with, provide 


Read and agreed to. 


CITY AND NORTH-EAST SUBURBAN | MIDLAND RAILWAY BILL. 


ELECTRIC RAILWAY BILL [H.L.}. | 

Petition of Messrs. Hollams, Sons, |_, Report from the Committee of Selec- 
Coward, and Hawksley, of Mincing | tion, That the Lord Saye and Sele be 
Lane, in the City of London, solicitors | proposed to the Hovse as & member 
praving for leave to present a petition | ° the Select Committee on the said 


of the Trustees of the Wesleyan Metho- | Bills in the faa ee 


dist Missionary Society, praying to be. 
heard by counsel against the Bill, al- | ome / 
though the time limited by Standing | senaal et age URBAN 
Order No. 92 for presenting such | ‘ 

petition has expired ; read, and ordered Read 2%, and committed. 

to lie upon the Table; and Standing | 

Order No. 92 to be considered on Thurs- CORK, BLACKROCK, AND PASSAGE 
day next in order to its teing dispensed | RAILWAY BILL [H.L.}. 

with. | Read 2” (according to order). 


VOL. XCIII. {FouRTH SERIES. ] 2K 
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LONDON (CITY) SCHOOL FOR | 
ORPHANS OF FREEMEN BILL [H.L.]. 

Read 3¢, and passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 


THAMES DEEP WATER DOCK BILL. 


Brought from the Commons ; read 14, 
and referred to the Examiners. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 11) BILL [u...]}. (No. 66.) 

A Bill to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders made by the Board of Trade under 
the Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 and 
1888, relating to Bromsgrove, Goole, 
Iikley, Lyndhurst, the extension of the 
area of supply of the Midland Electric 
Corporation for Power Distribution 
(Limited), Northwood and Ruislip, Rick- 
mansworth, Rishton, Great Harwood, 
and Clayton-le-Moors and Warwick. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 12) BILL [u.u.]. (No. 67.) 

A Bill to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders made by the Board of Trade under 
the Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 and 
1888, relating to Lewisham and Penge. 


Were presented by the Earl of Hard- 
wicke (for the Earl of Dudley) ; read 14 ; 


to be printed; and referred to the 
Examiners. 
TRAMWAYS ;CONSENTS OF LOCAL 


AUTHORITIES). 

Petition against amendment of Stand- 
ing Order No. 22; of Westminster Cor- 
poration ; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


PRESENCE OF THE SOVEREIGN IN 
PARLIAMENT. 

The evidence taken before the Select 
Committee from time to time to be 
printed for the use of Members of the 
Committee ; but no copies thereof to be 
delivered except to Members of the Com- 
mittee until further order. 


REPORTS, 
EDUCATION (SCOTLAND). 

J Report of the Committee of Council 

on Education in Scotland; with Appendix, 

1900-1901. 


RETURNS, Le. 


{COMMONS} 

















Business. 
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TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
No. 2588. Turkey (Vilayets of Trebi- 
zond and Sivas) ; 
Denmark (Faroe Islands) 
Stockholm and 
Coast of Sweden. 


No. 2589. 
No. 2590. 


d 


Eastern 


Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


PRISONS (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
(VISITING COMMITTEES). 
Rules approved by the Secretary’ of 
State for the Home Department under 
the Prison Acts, 1877 and 1898, with 
respect to the constitution of the Visiting 
Committee of Hull Prison. 


PUBLIC RECORDS (BOARD OF TRADE: 
GENERAL REGISTER AND RECORD 
OFFICE OF SHIPPING AND SEAMEN), 
Second Schedule containing a list and 

particulars of classes of documents which 
exist or accrue in the office of the Regis- 
trar-General of Shipping and Seamen 
(under the general superintendence and 
control of the Board of Trade), or which 
have been removed therefrom and de- 
posited in the Public Record Office, but 
which are not considered of sufficient 
public value to justify their preservation 
in the Public Record Office. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), 
to lie on the Table. 


House adjourned at twenty-five 
minutes before Five of the 
clock to Thursday next, half- 
past Ten of the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Tuesday, 7th May, 1901. 


The House met at Two of the elock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


OMAGH GAS BILL [Lords]. [By ORvER.] 
[SpeCOND READING. |} 
Order for Second Reading read. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, 


qThat the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 
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Mr. MURNAGHAN (Tyrone, Mid) 
moved the rejection of the Bill, saying 
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They thus placed themselves in a position 
to take over undertakings of the nature 


Gas Bill, 


that he did it at the request of 75 per|of the supply of light, and the first 
cent. of the ratepayers of the town of | chairman made inquiries as to the possi- 
| bilities of introducing electricity. That 
|actively stirred up the gas-work pro- 


Omagh. They regarded it as a high- 
handed effort to get possession of an 
asset which properly should belong to 


the local authority, and the profits of | 
which ought to go in the relief of local | 


rates. On the oceasion when the Dun- 
gannon Gas Bill came before the House, 


the Dungannon Urban Council had the | 
assistance of almost every Ulster Member | 


and of hon. Members representing 
Belfast. He thought Omagh that day 
was entitled to the same treatment. He 
did not see that there was a particle of 
diference between the two cases; if 
anything, the Dungannon Company 
had a higher ground for its claims than 


the Omagh Gas Company had that day. | 


This Bill came before the House 
Commons after having passed through 
the House of Lords ; but he failed to see 


that that put any special halo round the | 
The inhabitants of the town | 


measure. 
of Omagh had a right to look to the 


of | 


prietors, who had been going on in a 
humdrum fashion for half a century, 
and in order to protect their own interests 
they gave notice of a Bill securing to 
themselves statutory powers. The local 
authorities at once took steps to ascertain 
if it were possible to buy up the under- 
taking, and suggested an amicable 
arrangement by which they could take 
over the works as a going concern on 
equitable terms. The owners of the 
company declined to sell, however, 
although they clothed their refusal 
in verbiage which lacked the direct- 
ness and clearness which should be 
characteristic of business negotiations. 
They said that the directors were willing 
to sell the gas works to any person, but 
they could not entertain any proposal 
for that purpose until they procured 


| the passing of the Bill giving the company 


popular Assembly to see that justice was | 
done, and that the privileges which | 
properly belonged to them were not | 
of a few moneyed gentlemen ina town to 
| get possession of an article which every- 
_body needed, and for which they were 


flched from them. If the company 
succeeded in passing their Bill they would 
deprive the local authorities of a posses- 
sion of very great value, and so enhance 
the price of gas that it would become a 
serious burden on consumers. Perhaps 
it would be as well to tell the House 
something of the origin of the Bill. Half 
acentury ago a few gentlemen of business 
enterprise entered into a co-partnership 
for the purpose of establishing a gas 
company in Omagh, and they subscribed 
acapital of £2,500 for the purpose. 
sum had been found to be sufficient ; 


' long-continued 
That 


all improvements since made had been | 


paid for out of profits, and the share- 


holders had likewise pocketed some very | 
tempting dividends at the expense of gas | 


consumers. In 1856 the company was 
registered. In 1879 the capital of the 
company was doubled, each holder of a 
pound share receiving £2, and the capital 
of the company thus became £5,000 with- 
out the shareholders having to contribute 
anextra penny. The Irish Local Govern- 
ment Act came in force in 1898; the 
local authorities of }Omagh at once 
applied to be created an urban council. 





their usual rights and _ privileges in all 
respects. He would like to know wha, 
were the “usual rights and privileges "4 


bound to charge exorbitant prices when 
there was no competition. He was 
justified in saying that the company 
had for fifty years been acting illegally, 
opening up streets and laying down 
mains without authority. He trusted 
the House was not going to give sanction 
to an illegality simply because it was of 
existence. Then the 
company came to the House and asked 


swnction to charge 5s. as the standard 


price per 1,000 feet, with a right to in- 
crease that price if they sodesired. In a 
neighbouring town, twenty miles distant, 
where the supply of gas was in the hands 


‘of the local authority, the price was 


only 4s. 2d. ; while in Derry, where there 
was a private company, the price was 
3s. 6d. There was a long stride between 
6d. and 5s. But in Belfast, owing 
to the fact that the gas was in the posses- 
sion of the local authority, consumers 
got it for 2s. 3d. per 1,000 feet ; and he 
hoped the hon. Members for Belfast 
would help the inhabitants of Omagh 


2K 2 


oy 
Jos. 
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in their opposition to this Bill. The Bill 
also increased the capital of the company 
from £2,500 to £15,000. What an 
infliction that would be to the town! 
The local authority were anxious to come 
to terms with the company, and to deal 
with them fairly, and even generously. 
In Clause 56 the company wanted to get 
power for a Provisional Order for electric 
lighting. Every gentleman connected 
with the concern was highly respected 
in the ordinary walks of life; but the 
question was, Was the House going to 
give these gentlemen a certain monopoly 
for their own enrichment to the disad- 
vantage of the inhabitants of the town ? 
Were they going to take away from this 
little town all the elements of nourish- 
ment which would help it to grow and 
expand its resources? Again, this Bill 
forced the local authority to come to the 
House to protect its rights, but it also 
endeavoured to force the local authority 
to pay to the company the costs of a Bill 
which they did not want. That was an 
indication of the conscience of the gentle- 
men. There was no need for this Bill. 
Efforts had been made over and over 
again by the local authority to come to 
terms with the company, and to give 
them even a fancy price for their under- 
taking, but these efforts had all been in 
vain, and the company would come to 
noagreement. He was certain that the 
House would stand between the gas 
consumers and ratepayers of Omagh and 
a few gentlemen who were only looking 
after their own enrichment. He begged 
to move that the Bill be read a second 
time that day six months. 


Omagh 


*Mr. O'DOHERTY (Donegal, NN.) 
seconded the rejection of the Bill, not 
so much as an Irish parliamentary repre- 
sentative as a member of the corporation 
of the neighbouring city of London- 
derry ; for the fight of Omagh to-day 
would be the fight of Londonderry to- 
morrow, and of other towns and urban 
councils in Ireland. The object of 
the Bill was to secure to a few mono- 
polists in Omagh certain rights and 
privileges which up to the present they 
had enjoyed owing to the sufferance 
of the body which hadcharge of the streets 
and roads of Omagh. The only reason 
that could be adduced for passing the 


{COMMONS} 


Gus Bill. 908 


had passed through the Committee 
stage in the House of Lords. But he had 
yet to learn that there was a chronic 
determination on the part of the Com. 
mons of England to ratify without 
rhyme or reason everything that came 
down to them approved of by the House 
of Lords. Last year a Bill was introduced 
by a gas company in the town of Dun- 
gannon similarly situated to Omagh to 
secure and maintain the rights and 
privileges which up to then they had 
enjoyed on sufferance, and he had had 
'the pleasure of reading that day the 
report of the speech then made by the 
hon. Member for South Antrim when 
he asked the House to flout the gas 
| company of Dungannon, and to leave it to 
the people to manage their own gas and 
water. The rejection of that Provisional 
Order was moved by the hor. Member 
for East Tyrone, and was ably seconded 
by the hon. Member for South Belfast. 
The hon. Member for South Belfast told 
'the House that if they sanctioned the 
‘Second Reading of that Order, giving 
‘the Dungannon company the right 
in perpetuity to supply gas to that town, 
they would be nullifying the Local 
Government Act of 1898. He would 
therefore appeal to hon. Members on 
both sides to vote for the rejection of the 
Bill. If an urban council in England 
or in Scotland were concerned would a 
hundred Members of the House of 
Commons be found to vote against the 
principle of municipal trading? In every 
instance in which municipal or urban 
| authorities sought for powers as against 
/monopolists they were always supported 
| by the House. After the statements 
which had already been made he did not 
think it would be fair to the House 
to repeat again the history of the Omagh 
Gas Company, but he would remind the 
House that that company was formed 
so far back as 1850, and that its pro- 
moters, who were the predecessors in 
title of the promoters of the Bill before the 
| House, made a promise to the inhabitants 
_of Omagh that they would be satisfied 
|with a five-per-cent. dividend on their 
capital of £2,500, or at most 6 per cent. 
‘and that the price of gas would from 
| time to time be reduced, so that the profits 
| would not be in excess of the amount 
required to pay the dividend. That 


Second Reading of the Bill was that it | state of affairs continued till the year 


Mr. Murnaghan. 
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1878, when the capital of the company ; was wholly unprecedented for any such 
was increased to £5,000, not by the addi- clause to be included in an,ordinary gas 
tion of fresh capital, but by theover-plus Bill, and he would ask hon. Members to 
profits over 6 per cent. from 1850 to1878. | pause before saddling for ever the town 
The promise made by the original pro-| of Omagh with a monopoly so far as 
moters was then broken, because, having | public lighting was concerned. They 
increased the capital, they still continued | all knew that gas and water were 
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to pay 5 per cent. on £5,000, or 10 per | 
cent. on the original capital. That was, 
the state of affairs at present. Now, | 
what was the modest proposal made by | 
the promoters of the Bill? They asked 
the House to further inflate the capital 
of the company by making it £15,000, 
and also to sanction the payment of a 
dividend on that inflated capital which 
would amount to 54 per cent. on the 
original capital. Would such a measure, 
if it concerned an English or a Scotch 
urban district, befor one moment enter- 
tained by the House of Commons! Ii 
they in lreland were told by a majority 
of the House that they were not able to 
manage their own local affairs, at any 
rate he would ask hon. Members to let | 
urban and municipal councils in Ireland 
manage their own local gas and water 
affairs. In 1886 a Bill similar to the 
present Bill was introduced by the Dun- 
dalk Gas Company. It obtained Second | 
Reading, but on the Third Reading it was 
opposed by the Dundalk Town Com- | 
missioners, and as a result the House by 
a majority of forty-one refused to sanction | 
the handing over of the lighting of Dun- 
dalk to the company, as, in the opinion | 
of the House, it was the local authority 
which should own the gas and water. 
If there was one clause more than another | 
which should make hon. Members look 
with suspicion on the Bill before the 
House, it was Clause 68. The promoters 
of the Bill asked the House not only to 
hand over to them the absolute right of 
supplying gas in Omagh, but by Clause 
68 they asked for power to apply, under 
the provisions of the Electric Lighting 
Act of 1882, for a licence to produce and 
supply electrical energy to Omagh. The 
promoters wanted a monopoly, not only | 
so far as gas was concerned, but they | 
also wanted to shut the door against the | 
urban council of Omagh being ever | 
allowed to supply electric light to the 
inhabitants of the town. He had not | 
had such a large experience as other hon. | 


articles of the utmost importance }in 
modern civilisation, and it had been 
held over and over again by the House 
that the proper authority for supplying 
those articles to towns and cities 
was the representative body, of the 
community concerned. Manyg} hon. 
Members were members ofg munici- 
palities and urban councils throughout 
the United Kingdom, and he would ask 
them to consider the great practical in- 
convenience of having an authority 
other than the municipal body inter- 
fering with the roads and pulling up the 
streets. The city of Belfast, of which 
they were allso proud in Ulster, because 
of its enterprise and energy, had refused 
to allow a monopolist company to filch 
from the citizens full rights over their 
streets. Hon. Members representing 
Belfast and other hon. Members would 
be nullifying their past action by voting 
for the Bill before the House. He 


‘would ask hon. Members to be con- 


sistent, and not on the present occasion 
to depart from the beneficent principle 
which had been Jaid down again and 
again that where a lceal authority was 
prepared to supply gas, water, and 
electricity no power should be given to 
either a foreign or local company for a 
similar purpose. He would ask that the 
same treatment should ke given to 
Omagh as had been given to every other 
municipality, and as long as he was in the 
House he himself would always vote for 
the principle that the local authority 
should have the absolute right of supply- 
ing gas, water, and electricity. He had 
great pleasure in seconding the proposal. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘© To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the end 
of the Question toadd the words ‘upon this 
day six months.’”—(Mr. Murnaghan.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word 
‘now ’ stand part of the Question.” 


Mr. RENTOUL (Down, E.) said this 


Members of bills such as the one under | Bill had passed through various stages 
discussion, but he had been assured that it | in the House of Lordsand had been sent 
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to the Commons, and they were now | fix what price they liked. As for the 
asked to reject it without the slightest | price of gas, this company at Omagh had 
consideration whatever, and without | been supplying gas at a lower price than 
being made acquainted with the facts of any other town in the whole of Ulster, 
the case. After the Keady Railway Bill except Armagh. He had not a particle 
had been rejected a short time ago a) of interest in this Bill either directly or 
letter appeared in a Belfast newspaper | indirectly, but he should vote for the 
assuring the public that the reasons why | Second Reading in order to have the 
the House had rejected the Bill were in- | matter investigated, and to see whether 
correct in every detail. That should lead | the company was being properly treated 
the House to be careful about rejecting | by the local authority, or whether they 
a Bill upon ex parte statements made in | were being swindled out of their property. 
this House. The hon. Gentleman who |The hon. Member opposite had said that 
moved the rejection was intimately con- | the interests of the ratepayers should not 
nected with the Omagh district, and was | be sacrificed to the interests of a few 
very much respected in the House, but private individuals. He agreed with 
he made a number of statements which, | that, but, on the other hand, the inter- 
for anything they knew, might or might | ests of a few private individuals should 
not be correct, for he did not attempt to | not be absolutely sacrificed to the interests 
give a sentence of proof with regard to) of the ratepayers. Unless a great deal 
the leading statements he made. He said more information and some very diffe- 
he was commissioned by 75 per cent. of | rent arguments were brought forward, 
the ratepayers of Omagh to speak on/ the House would be bound to give this 
their behalf; he might have been! Billa Second Reading. 
commissioned to speak for 99 per cent. | 
of them, but he adduced no proof of it. Sr WALTER FOSTER: The hon. 
'and learned Member opposite _ has 
Mr. MURNAGHAN said _ he had in | asked us to send this Bill to a 
his pocket the petition signed by the | Committee upstairs in order to have 
ratepayers. it investigated. I think we are bound 
'to look at the question from a much 
Mr. RENTOUL said the hon. Member broader point of view. We took the 
did not even make a hint of that in his’ trouble not long ago to pass a Bill for the 
speech, and therefore he was justified in| |oea] government of Ireland, and that 
commenting upon the absence of proof. | Bil] gave certain powers to popularly 
That petition did not prove that 75 per elected representative bodies. ‘They were 
cent. of the ratepayers were opposed to | Jooked forward to as bodies that would 
this Bill. have charge of everything that concerns 
the well-being of the whole community. 
Mr. MURNAGHAN said the number | This Bill deals with one of the most 
who had signed the petition amounted | essential things toa community, namely, 
to three-fourths of the inhabitants. | the lighting of a locality, which has hither- 
to been in the hands of private persons. 
Mr. RENTOUL said there was no This new body which comes into being 
actual proof that 75 per cent. of the rate- under the Local Government Act 1s 
payers were behind the hon. Member, naturally the one which ought to be in 
and that was a very strong reason why possession of all the powers ot lighting 
the Bill should be sent to a Committee | the locality which it governs, and I do not 
so that the statement might be proved. | want to see any step taken by this House 
This company started gasworks fifty | which will prevent that local body ae- 
years ago, and at that time they did a| quiring those powers on proper and 
good service to the town of Omagh, and | reasonable terms. As we have heard 
now the local authority wished to from the correspondence read, attempts 
deprive them of their property. He) were made by the local authority to come 
believed that it was only a question | to terms with these private persons in 
of price. If this Bill was rejected, the | order to acquire possession of the under- 
company would be left absolutely in the | taking for the general good of the m- 
hands of the local authority, who could | habitants. Those attempts were re- 
Mr. Rentoul, 
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pudiated by the private people, who ; to open the streets under the Bill, and he 
would not even negotiate. Then they replied that that would be a matter for 
take advantage of their position to come | consideration. If the local authority de- 
to this House and the other House, not | clined to allow them to open the streets 
only to obtain powers to continue their and extend their mains, and make other 
monopoly, but to obtain greater powers. improvements, what was the use of the 
This Bill would give them the statutory | gas company ? 
right to supply not only gas, but also i ‘ es : io 
doetricity, which would keep from this | Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.): Will the 
representative body one of the primary | hon. Member tell us where he gets that 
functions for which the local body was | legal decision 1 
created. I hope this House will pause} §7p JAMES HASLETT said he was 
before it initiates such a precedent. It simply quoting the statement of the 
is proposed in this Bill to increase the | chairman of the Commission. The local 
capital to three times its present value—to | authority might have acquired this pro- 
increase the capital, which was orginally perty twenty-two years ago. Omagh was 
£2,500—which was written up to £5,000 then governed by town commissioners, 
—to £15,000. That proceeding might and they could have put the Public Health 
be quite right if the local representative Act into operation in 1878. It had been 
authority was not a possible purchaser. gaid that the company gave a pledge 
Therefore, when purchase came to be) never to exceed more than 5 per cent. 
considered by arbitration, the market interest, but that was one of those dreamy 
price would start from £15,000 instead statements for which they had never been 
of £5,000. This procedure on the part able to get black and white. The com- 
of the private persons promoting this Bill pany doubled its capital without one 
throws a suspicion upon the whole thing, | solitary expression of dissent from the 
and we ought to be very careful not todo jnhabitants of Omagh. The share- 
anything to induce other companies to holders had accepted a 5 per cent. divi- 
interfere with the rights of these represen- qend, and the profits had accumulated, 
tative bodies. I want the representative | jyt supposing they had been taking the 
body of Omagh to have fair play, which ysual 7 to 10 per cent. upon the original 
it will not get if this Bill becomes law. capital, with compound interest, what did 
Pm Sk ai _. it matter what the capital was placed at. 
Sin JAMES HASLETT (Belfast, N.) Jt was transfer capital, transferred from 
sid the hon. Gentleman had just shareholder to shareholder. He had read 
stated that in case of purchase by the the clause which enabled them to sell the 
local authority, if this Bill became law, undertaking under the direction of a 
the value of the undertaking would public arbitrator appointed by the Local 
start at a statutory value of £15,000. Government Board, who was to say what 
. a li Ba . | was the value between man and man, 
Sir ,WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, | and the county council was to have the 
Ilkeston): Hear, hear ! undertaking at its value to-day. Could 
’ . . there ever be a fairer way of acquiring 
Sir JAMES HASLETT said the con- property ? If there was anything that 
cluding portion of Clause 70 provided as | ghoyld command the respect of Parlia- 
follows :— ment it was that they should deal out 
“But the arbitrator shall not in assessing the | Justice to all alike ; yet they were going 
sum to be paid by the council to the company | to take away from a poor country like 
have regard to the fact that the company is | [reland this undertaking, now that they 
amparates fy See ot. | hadobtained the power, and they desired to 
That meant that the arbitrator had not | take it overatan unjust price. The com- 
to take into account the statutory | pany could not have entered into this 
value in this Act. They must deal/ undertaking unless they had come 
with. this question all round, and) to the House and obtained statutory 
buy on fair marketable terms. The! powers. They could not have put upan, 
chairman of the Commission which | electric lamp without coming here first. 
inquired into the affairs of this company |The hon. Member who had moved the 


was asked whether they would be allowed | motion had told the House that the 
{ 
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governing power at Omagh was 
Nationalist. He did not think that 


was a wise statement to make. This 
matter could be debated as a matter far 
removed from any political standpoint ; 
it was not a party question, and could be 
debated upon the ordinary lines of com- 
mercial justice. He had heard a whisper 
that the Bill passed through the House 
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was a very old saying that counsel’s 
opinion depended upon the case he had 
placed before him. He might say he had 
equally strong opinions upon his side. 


*Mr. TULLY said there was a re 
cent decision in an English case. The 
whole of the case rested upon the 
point whether they were going to 





of Lords Committee as an unopposed Bill. 
That was not the fact; it was cruelly 
opposed, and it was only after the most 
careful scrutiny that the Committee 
passed the Bill, and that it had come down 
to this House. It was not the fault of the 
company that this Bill had gone before 
a Committee of the House of Lords ; that 
was the fault of the arrangements of the 
House, which divided these Bills between 
the two Houses. The House of Lords 
had given the matter its full consideration 
and had passed the Bill. Surely under 
those circumstances the House would | 
allow it to reach the Committee stage. 

Such a proceeding would be tantamount 

to saying that it was sufficient for this | 
House to know two things in order to, 
throw it out ; first, that the Bill was pro- | 
moted by a company, and second, that 

it had been passed by a House of Lords | 
Committee, All that the company, | 
which had been in existence for fifty | 
years, asked was an act of justice. He) 
hoped that the House, by an overwhelm- | 
ing majority, would reject the new idea, 

and not reject the Bill because it had been 

passed by the House of Lords, but that it 

would send the Bill in the ordinary way 
to a Committee, where evidence could be 

heard and the Bill dealt with on its 

merits. 


*Mr. TULLY hoped that the House 
would be allowed soon to come to a divi- 
sion upon this question, most of the 
points of which had been thoroughly 
threshed out. The hon. Gentleman in his 
defence of this gas company had stated 
that the town commissioners would 
practically throttle the company by re- 
tusing to allow it to break up the roads, | 
but the local council, of which he was a) 
member, had obtained a legal opinion | 
upon that very point, and the effect of | 
the opinion was that their powers to do 
so were involved in great obscurity. 

Sir JAMES HASLETT said he merely 
gave his opinion upon that point. There 
Sir James Haslett. 


tie up local government by Bills 


|of this kind, which would have the 


‘effect of crushing an electric system in 
| Omagh ; it would mean that men who 
| desired to start a small industry would be 
| practically prohibited, and all machinery 
| driven by gas would be practically pro- 
| hibited in Omagh if such a Bill as this 
were passed. One further point to 
which he wished to call attention was 
'the way in which the price had risen to 
| £15,000. Why was £15,000 selected as 
the price? The valuation of Omagh was 
£12,000, and under their borrowing 
powers they could only borrow to the ex- 
tent of twice their valuation, that was to 
say £24,000, and as the uiban council had 
borrowed for building artizans’ houses 
and for waterworks, the object of in- 
flating the capital was no doubt to pre- 
vent Omagh from acquiring the property. 
The real reason for the Bill was that the 
company wanted to stay electric progress 
in Omagh; consequently, when the pro- 
gressive men of Omagh desired to use 
the water-power that was running to 
waste daily through their town, and they 
wanted to introduce electricity, with all 
the progress it brought in its train, into 
the town they were met by this Bill, 
which in his opinion ought to be rejected. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) said 
he understood that the Omagh Urban 
Council applied to the Local Government 
Board in the first instance, and the Local 
Government Board sanctioned the 
scheme. It seemed to him, therefore, 
that if this Bill was passed the House 
would be proceeding in a retrograde 
direction. The House of Commons had 
pointed the way in which they should 
go in all matters of public utility, and had 
shown that they should be directed either 
by county councils or the corporations 
of the towns. Why should an exception 
be made in regard to this company! 
There were clauses in the Bill which gave 
extensive powers to the company, and if 
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these clauses were allowed to pass, this ; enormous rate for gas. 
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Gas Bull. 918 
He hoped the 


small company would be able to prey to | House would reject the Bill by a large 
any extent on the ratepayers. It was not | majority. 


for the benefit of the community that a 
small clique of private interested indi- 
viduals should have the power of taxing 
the people of Omagh by charging an 


Acl and-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt.Hn. A.J. (Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst,Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H.(Bristol 
Beach, Kt. Hn. W. W.B. (Hants 
Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boulnois, Edmund 

Bowles, T.Gibson( King’s Lynn 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hn. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Brymer, William Ernest 

Bull, William James 
Campbell, RtHnJ. A.(Glasgow 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbysh. ) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J Austen( Wore’) 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A.E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 

Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Denny, Col. 

Dewar, T.R.(T’rH’mlts,8.Geo. 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 
Doxtord,SirWilliam Theodore 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. H. 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson, Rt Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden,Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Fitzroy, Hon. Kdward A. 
Flower, Ernest 
Forster, Henry William | 





The 


AYES. 


Garfit, William 


Gordon,Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn | 


Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) | 
Greene,SirE W(B’rySEdm’nds | 
Greene, Hy. D. (Shrewsbury) | 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gunter, Sir Robert 

Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG(Mid’x) | 
Hamilton, Marq. of (L’nd’nd’y) | 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robt. W. | 
Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) 
Heath, Jas. (Staffords., N. W.) | 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Higginbottom, 8. W. 
Hobhouse, Hy. (Somerset, E.) | 
Howard,J.(Midd.,Tottenham) 
Hozier,Hon. JamesHenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) | 
Kay-Shuttleworth, RtHnSirU 
Kenyon,Hon.Geo.T. (Denbigh | 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop | 
Law, Andrew Bonor | 
Lawrence, William F. 

Lee, ArthurH(Hants, Fareham 
Llewellyn, Evan Henr 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col.CharlesW(Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol, 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther,RtHnJ W(Cumb, Pen 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lyttelton, Hor. Alfred | 
Macartney,RtHnW.G.Ellison | 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverp’]) 
M‘Calmont,Col.J.(Antrim,E. ) 
Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Mellor, Rt.Hon.Jehn William 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, John T. 

Milton, Viscount 

Milward, Colonel Victor 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Morgan, D. J.( Walthamstow) | 
Morton, ArthurH. A. (Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, KtHonAGraham(Bath 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate,Francis Alexander | 





House divided :—Ayes, 
Noes, 170. (Division List No. 172.) 


Question put. 


184 ; 


Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Waiter (Salisbury) 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Penn, John 

Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Randles, John 8. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Reid, James (Greenock, 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 


| Richards, Henry Charles 


Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ridley,S. Forde(BethnalGreen 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thom: on 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col.Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse 
Scott, SirS. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart,M.H.(Renfrew) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 


| Smith, HC.(North’d., Tyneside 


Smith,James Parker (Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, HonArthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ.M‘Tageait 
Stioyan, John 

Sturt, Hen. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
ThorLuin, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinsor, Wm.Edw.Munay 


| Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edwaid 


Wahiond, Rt.Hon. Sir Wm.H., 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warr, Augustus Ficderick 
Wason,JohnCathcart (Orkney) 
Welby, Lt.-Col. ACE(Taunton) 
Wharton, Rt. Hn. J. Lloyd 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-u.-Ly ne) 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, John (Glasgow) 


| Wilson, J.W.(Worcestersh.N. 


Wilson-Tcdd, Wm. H.(Yorks.) 
Wodebouse,Rt. Hn. E.R.(Path 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhe}m 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 


TELLERS FOR = HE AYFS— 
Sir James Haslett and Mr. 
William Johnson. 
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Abraham, William(Cork,N.E. 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen,CharlesP(Glouce., Stroud 
Ambrose, Robert 

Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Asher, Alexander 

Austin, Sir John 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 

Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Barke, E. Haviland- 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carew, James Laurance 


Carvill, PatrickGeo. Hamilton | 


Channing, Francis Allston 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter 

Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Dewar, JohnA.(Inverness-sh. ) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Dutty, William J. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, John Edward 
Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Sir F. H. (Maidstone) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
french, Peter 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 


Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) | 


Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 


Main Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read a second time, and committed. 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 63 
COMPLIED WITH). 


Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table} 


Report from one of the 
Petitions for Private Bills 


, That, in the | 


{COMMONS} 
NOES. 


| Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gordon,Maj. Evans-(‘T’rH’lets) 
Grant, Corrie 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hammond, John 
Hardie,J. K.(Merthyr Tydvil) 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
| Hayter,Rt. Hon.Sir Arthur D. 
| Helme, Norval Watson 
| Hemphill, Rt. Hon. CharlesH. 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 





| Hobhouse, C. E.H. (Bristol,E. ) 
| Holland, William Henry 
| Hope, John D. (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
| Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
| Jacoby, James Alfred 
Joicey, Sir James 
Jones, Dav. Brynmor(S wansea) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 
Joyce, Michael 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Lambert, George 
Langley, Batty 
| Leamy, Edmund 
Leith, Sir Joseph 
Leng, Sir John 
| Levy, Maurice 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
Lough, Thomas 
Lundon, W.> 
Macdona, John Cumming 
| Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
| MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Crae, George 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T. 
M‘ Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Mather, William 
| Morgan,J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
| Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
| Morris; Hon. Maitin Henry F. 
Moss, Sainuel 
Murphy, J. 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
| O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
| O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary M’d 
| O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
| O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 








| O'Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.) 
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O’ Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’ Dowd, John 

O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N.) 
O’ Malley, William 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Palmer, Sir C. M. (Durham) 
Palmer, George W. (Reading) 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, Herbt. P. (Darlington) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Rasch, Maj. Frederic Carne 
Rea, Russell 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
tedmond, William (Clare) 
Reed, Sir Edw. Jas. (Cardiff) 
Reid, Sir R. T. (Dumfries) 
Renwick, George 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

toberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 


| Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 


Roche, John 

Scott, Chas. P. (Leigh) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, Donal 


| Taylor, Theodore Cooke 


Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan, E. 


| Thomas, DavidAlfred( Mertli’r 


Thomas, F’. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thompson, DrEC(M’n’ghan,N. 
Thomson, F.W. (York, W.R.) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tully, Jasper 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, ThomasCourtenayT. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams,Osmond(Merioneth) 
Wilson, F. W. (Norfolk, Mid) 
Wilson, H. J. (York, W. R.) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


NOES— 
and Mr. 


TELLERS FOR THE 
Mr. Murnaghan 
( Doherty. 


First Reading thereof, Standing Order 
No. 63 has been complied with, viz. :— 


London United Tramways Bill. 


time. 


PRIVATE BILLS 


‘| ORDERS 
Examiners of ! 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 


(STANDING 


Lords 
{ Lords] IN. 


NOT PREVIOUSLY 


QUIRED INTO COMPLIED WITH). 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 


case of the following Bill, referred on the | Report from one of the Examiners of 
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Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the and Torquay, ordered to be brought in 


case of the following Bills, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
not previously inquired into, and which 
are applicable thereto, have been com- 
plied with, viz. :— 

Albion Steam Coal Company Bill 
} [Lords]. 

Chester Gas Bill [Lords]. 

Royal Exchange Assurance Bill [Lords]. 

Ordered, That the Bills be read a 


second time. 


PRIVATE BILLS (PETITION FOR AD- 
DITIONAL PROVISION) (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
ease of the Petition for additional Pro- 
vision in the following Bill, the Standing 
Orders have not been complied with, 
viz. :-— 

Stalybridge, Hyde, 
Dukinfield Tramways 
tricity Board Bill. 

Ordered, That the Report be referred 
to the Select Committeee on Standing 
Orders. 


Mossley, and 


and Elec- 


DERWENT VALLEY WATER BOARD 
BILL (KING'S CONSENT SIGNIFIED). 


Read the third time, and passed. 


NEWRY PORT AND HARBOUR TRUST 


LL. 


tead the third time, and passed. 


NORTH BRITISH RAILWAY BILL. 
TENDRING HUNDRED WATER BILL. 

As amended, considered ; to be read the 
third time. 

WEST CUMBERLAND 

TRAMWAYS BILL. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


ELECTRIC 
(By ORDER.) 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 


ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 5). 

Bill to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders of the Local Government Board 
relating to Halifax and Sowerby Bridge, | 
Lytham, Middleton, Newark, Ripon, | 


| by Mr. Grant Lawson and Mr. Long. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 5) BILL. 

“To confirm certain Provisional Orders 
of the Local Government Board relating 
to Halifax and Sowerby Bridge, Lytham, 
Middleton, Newark, Ripon, and 
Torquay,’ presented, and read _ the 
first time ; to be referred to the Exam- 
iners of Petitions for Private Bills, and 
to be printed. [Bill 169. | 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 6). 

Bill to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders of the Local Government Board 
relating to Bridport, Chepping-W ycombe, 
Marlborough, Wakefield, and the county 
of West Sussex, ordered to be brought in 
by Mr. Grant Lawsonand Mr. Long. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 6) BILL. 
“To confirm certain Provisional 


Orders of the Local Government Board 
relating to Bridport, Chepping-Wycombe, 
Marlborough, Wakefield, and the county 
of West Sussex,” presented, and read the 
irst time ; to be referred to the Exam- 
iners of Petitions for Private Bills, and 


to be printed. | Bill 170.| 


COMMONS REGULATION AND INCLO- 
SURE (SKIPWITH) PROVISIONAL 
ORDER. 

Bill to confirm a Provisional Order 
under the Inclosure Acts, 1845 to 1882, 
for the regulation of Skipwith Common, 
in the parish of Skipwith, in the county 
of York, and a Provisional Order under 
the said Acts for the inclosure of the 
Common Fields in the same _ parish, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Hanbury 
and Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 


COMMONS REGULATION AND INCLO- 


SURE (SKIPWITH) PROVISIONAL 
ORDER BILL. 
‘““To confirm a Provisional Order 


under the Inclosure Acts, 1845 to 1882, 
for the regulation of Skipworth Common, 
in the parish of Skipwith, in the county 
of York, and a Provisional Order under 
the said Acts for the inclosure of the 
Common Fields in the same parish,” 
presented, and read the first time; to 
be referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
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for Private Bills, and to be printed. 
[Bill 171.] 


Petitions. 


INCLOSURE (SUTTON) PROVISIONAL 
ORDER. 


Bill to confirm a Provisional Order 
under the inclosure Acts, 1845 to 1882, 
for the inclosure of the Open Fields, 
Heath, and Wastes in the parish of 
Sutton, in the county of Northampton, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Hanbury 
and Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 


INCLOSURE (SUTTON) PROVISIONAL 


ORDER BILL. 

“To confirm a Provisional Order 
under the Inclosure Acts, 1845 to 1882, 
for the inclosure of the Open Fields, 
Heath, and Wastes in the parishof Sutton, 
in the county ofj. Northampton,” pre- 
sented, and read the first time; to be 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, and to be printed. 
Bill [172.] 


FAIRFORD AND CIRENCESTER RAIL- 
WAY BILL. 

Ordered, That the Minutes of Evidence 
taken before the Select Committee on 
the Swindon and Cheltenham Extension 
Railway Bill in Session 1881 be referred 
to the Select Committee on the Fairford 
and Cirencester Railway  Bill.—(Mr. 
Caldwell.) 


STANDING ORDERS. 


Resolutions reported from the Com- 
mittee. 


1. “ That, in the case of the Winsford 
Urban District (Gas Transfer, ete.), 
Petition, the Standing Orders ought to 
be dispensed with :—That the parties be 
permitted to proceed with their Bill.” 


2. ‘* That, in the case of the Brighton 
Corporation Bill, Petition for dispensing 
with Standing Order 129 in the case of 
the Petition of the ‘ Brighton, Hove, 
and District Ironmongers’ Association 
and others’ against the Bill, the said 
Standing Order ought to be dispensed 
with.” 


Resolutions agreed to. 


CLEVELAND AND DURHAM COUNTY 
ELECTRIC POWER BILL. 
Reported with Amendments; Re- 
port to lic upon the Table, and to be 
printed. 


{COMMONS} 
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MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS 


That they have agreed to Thames and 
Severn Provisional Order Bill, without 


| Amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
‘* An Act to confer further powers upon 
the City and South London Railway 
Company ; for the raising of capital ; 
and for other purposes.” City and 
South London Railway Bill | Lords]. 


And also a Bill, intituled, ‘“ An Act 
to authorise the Mersey Docks and Har- 
bour Board to construct an additional 
branch dock in connection with their 
Canada Dock ; and for other purposes.” 
Mersey Docks and Harbour Board 
(Canada Dock Works, ete.) Bill [Lords]. 


CITY AND SOUTH LONDON RAILWAY 
BILL [Lords]. 


MERSEY DOCKS AND HARBOUR BOARD 
(CANADA DOCK WORKS, ETC.) BILL 
[Lords]. 


Read the first time ; and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills. 

PETITIONS. 
CHURCH DISCIPLINE. 

Petition from Bolton, for alteration 

of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 


CHURCH DISCIPLINE BILL. 
Petition from Salisbury, against ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


COAL MINES (EMPLOYMENT) BILL. 
frcm Norley; 
and Silverdale ; 


Petitions in favour, 
Pemberton ; Orrell ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


(HIGHER 
CONTINUA: 


ELEMENTARY EDUCATION 
GRADE AND EVENING 
TION SCHOOLS). 

Petitions for alteration of Law, from 

Reading ; Kirkheaton ; and Polton ; to 

lie upon the Table. 


LICENSING (SALE OF INTOXICATING 


LIQUORS). 


Petition from Orkney, for alteration 
of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 
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925 Petitions. 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ 
SUPERANNUATION BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from London; 
and Vaynor and Penderyn ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL 


{7 May 1901} 





Petitions. 926 


|(three) ; Lighteliffe; Heckmondwike ; 
Driffield; Beeford; Garton-on-the- 
Wolds; Wetwang; Sunderland (five) ; 
Lydney; Bream; South Lyncombe ; 
Dedham ; Ilchester; Middlesbrough ; 
Willington Quay ; Littlehampton ; Ilkes- 
ton ; Milton ; Sittingbourne ; Rainham ; 





Petitions in favour, from Pemberton ;| Barnton; East Dulwich (two); Ports- 


Norley ; Orrell ; Pencoed ; Park House ; | 


Liwyndu and Craigola ; Mynydd Newydd | 
Gwannclawdd ; Clydach ; Crown Lodge ; | 
Abercrave ; Ystradgunlais (two); and | 
Deep Pit Collieries; to lie upon the) 
Table. 

PUBLIC WORSHIP REGULATION ACT 
(1874) AMENDMENT BILL. 
Petition from Salisbury, against ; to 

lie upon the Table. 





ROMAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY IN 
IRELAND | 
Petitions against establishment, from | 
Hawick ; and Glasgow; to lie upon | 
the Table. 

SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILI. | 

Petitions in favour, from Ropley ; 
Basingstoke ; St. John’s Wood ; Ashby- | 
dela-Zouch ; Ecclesall ; Kingston-upon- 
Hull; Clapham Park; Neweastle-on- | 
Tyne ; Oakenshaw-cum-Woodlands ; 
Liseard ; Clevedon; Alresford; Hull ; 
Felixstowe (two); Southport; Balsall | 
Heath; Broughton; East Grinstead ; 
South Molton; Chudleigh ; Weardale ; 
Frosterley ; Callington; _Helstone ; 
Synod of the Presbyterian Church of | 
England; Reigate; Wheatley Hill; 
Bossinney ; Guisborough; St. Helens ; 
Allington; Mablethorpe; —_ Exeter ; 
Burnham ; Arthur Galsworthy and 
others ; Chalford; Stonebroom ; Har- 
tringay ; Chailey; Thirsk; Bicester ; 
Tynemouth ; Allerton ; Beswick ; 
Lockington ; Hempnall; Midhurst | 
(two); Wincanton; Shettield (three) ; | 
Street: Prees; Liversedge; Wick: | 
Hampstead Norris; Kegworth ; Wick- 
ham Heath; Stebb Cross; Langton ; 
Kk. K. Postlethwaite; Clifton (two) ; 
Newbury (two) ; Great Shefford ; Crane 
Moor ; Shap ; Chichester ; Dudley (two); 
Bampton Grange: Bath: Ambleside ; 





Morland; Gosforth ; 
Watermillock ; New 
Birmingham; Tunstall ; 
Falmouth ; Purton (two); Hatherton ; 
Harpurhey; Crewe; New Mills; 
Woore; Hanley; Ashton; Smethwick 
(two); Loughborough; Pontefract ; 
Barnoldswick ;_ Farnhill; Sedbergh ; 
Stockton-on-Tees ; Watchet; Swanage 
(two); Pardshaw; Manchester; Here- 
ford; Kington; Llangrove; South 
Marston; Mytholmroyd; Lydgate ; 
Dethick ; Bingley; Patterdale; Kes- 
wick; Plumpton; Penrith (five) ; 
Wigton; Langtree; Rowden; and, 
Peter’s Marland ; to lie upon the Table. 


mouth (two) ; 
Newbiggin ‘ 
Shildon ; 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN BILL. 


Petition from Haslingden, against ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


Petitions in favour, from Orkney ; 
Clevedon; Deptford; Portsmouth ; 
Stanghow ; City Road; Hampstead ; 
Arlesey ; Carlisle ; Ivybridge ; Newton- 
in-Makerfield; Hebburn Quay; Shef- 
field; Larkhall; Huddersfield; Rain- 
ham ; and Ilkeston; to lie upon the 


Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Balmaghie ; 

Minnigaff ; Leith ; Forglen (two); and 
Portpatrick ; to lie upon the Table. 


SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON 


iL. 


ACCESSION 


Petitions against, from Middlesbrough ; 
Hornsey ; and South Molton ; to lie upon 


the Table. 


WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACT 
(1897) AMENDMENT (No. 2) BILL. 


Petition of the Mining Association of 





Helton (two); Cliburn; — Askham ; 
Neweastle (two) ; Penruddock ; Shildon 





Great Britain, against ; to lie upon the 


Table. 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. | 


REFORMATORIES 
LAND) (RULES). 


Return [presented 6th May] to be | 
printed. | No. 158.] 


INEBRIATE (IRE- | 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND). 
Copy presented, of Report of the 
Committee of Council on Edueation in | 
Scotland, with Appendix, 1900-1901 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


PRISONS (ENGLAND AND WALES). 


Copy presented, of Rules approved by 
the Secretary of State for the Home | 
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can inform the House in what Parlia- 
mentary Papers there is evidence that 
the British Government accepted re. 
sponsibility to the late Transvaal Govern. 
ment for damages caused by the Jameson 


raid. 


'Tae SECRETARY or STATE ror 


THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): The hon. Member 
will find a statement of the position of 
His Majesty’s Government on the point 


in Blue-book C 8063, page 9. 


LINDLEY INQUIRY. 
Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 


Department with respect to the con-/ Molton): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
stitution of the Visiting Committee of | State for War if the finding of the Court 
Hull Prison [by Act]; to lie upon the | of Inquiry into the Lindley disaster, that 





Table. 


EVICTIONS (IRELAND). 

Copy presented, of Return of the num- 
ber of Evictions in Ireland for the quarter 
ended 31st March, 1901 [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SAVINGS BANKS REGU- 
LATIONS. 

Copy presented, of the Savings Banks 

(Investment) Regulations, 1901, dated 

th April, 1901 [by Act]; to lie upon the 


‘Table. 


TRUSTEE 


SUPERANNUATIONS. 

Copy presented, of Treasury Warrant, 
dated Ist May, 1901, declaring that for 
the due and efficient discharge of the 
duties of the office of Accountant Auditors 
on the Staff of the Local Government 
Board professional or other peculiar 
qualifications not ordinarily to be ac- 
quired in the Public Service are requisite 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
Copies presented, of Diplomatie and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
2588 to 2590 | by Command ; to lie upon 
the Table. 
QUESTIONS. 


SOUTH AFRICA—JAMESON RAID. 


Mr. ALFRED 
then Boroughs): I beg to ask the 


Secretary of State for the Colonies if he 


‘for funds to 


| Lieutenant Colonel Spragge took all the 
| necessary military precautions and oceu- 
| pied the best available position, that he 
| held out as long as ke possibly could, 
‘but could have held out longer if 
‘irresponsible persons had not raised 
‘white flags, is in accordance with the 
regulation providing that a Court of 
Inquiry will give no opinion on the con- 


‘duct of any officer ‘or soldier. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild 


'ford): The Court of Inquiry was held 


on certain released prisoners, and not on 
the disaster ; and the Court, in aceord- 
ance with paragraph 544, King’s Regu- 
lations, recorded their opinion as to 
whether the officers or soldiers were 
taken prisoners by reason of the chances 
of war, or through neglect or misconduct 
on their own part. 


AMERICAN CHARITABLE RELIEF FOR 
BOER NON-COMBATANTS. 

Mr. O’DOWD (Sligo, S.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he is aware that the wife of the 
Military Governor of Pretoria has recently 
addressed an appeal to the American 
people on behalf of Boer women and 
children at present confined in British 
camps in South Africa, wherein she asks 
relieve the destitution 
existing amongst these people, most of 


'whom are without sufficient food and, 


DAVIES (Carmar- | clothing; and whether steps 


will be 
immediately taken to have better arrange 
ments made for these people. 
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Me. BRODRICK: | must refer the 
hon. Member to a full reply I gave to a 
similar question put by the hon. Member 
for the Rusheliffe Division of Notting- 
hamshire on the 22nd April.7 


GENERAL COLVILE. 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 8.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether General Colvile has de- 
manded a trial by court-martial ; and, 
if so, why has that demand been refused. 


Mr. BRODRICK: All the facts con- 
nected with General Colvile’s case were 
discussed at length in debate in this 
House.t I have nothing whatever to 
add to the statements [ then made. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I must ask 
the right hon. Gentleman to reply to my 
question. Was a court-martial asked 
for and refused ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: If the hon. Mem- 
ber had been in the House he would have 
heard what took place in a discussion for 
an hour. I am not prepared to take up 
the time of the House. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL : The question 
was not answered. I have read the 
debate. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I made a_ full 
statement of the facts as they were told 
to me. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL : 
the demand refused ? 


Why was 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The right hon. Gen- 
tleman has already stated that he has 
nothing to add to his answer. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Was it be 
cause the inquiry disclosed Lord Kiteh- 
ener’s incompetence 4 


CAMPS OF CONCENTRATION. 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushcliffe) : I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether he can now inform 
the House as to the number and situation 


+ See preceding volume, page 897. 
+ See Debates, Fourth Series, Vol. xc., pages 


1250 and 1357. 
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of the camps of concentration formed 
by the military in the Orange River 
Colony, Natal, and Cape Colony respec- 
tively; how many men, women, and 
children are confined in each ; and what 
have been the figures of mortality therein. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Refugee camps 
have been established in the Orange 
River Colony at Brandfort, Vredefort 
Road, Bloemfontein, Winburg, Spring- 
fontein, Heilbron, Kroonstad, Eden- 
burg, and Harrismith. The numbers 
in these camps are as follows :—Men, 
2,814; women, 5,621; children, 11,245. 
Deaths from February were :—Men, 41 ; 
women, 80; children, 261. In Natal 
there are camps at Maritzburg and 
Howick, the numbers at which on 21st 
March were as follows:—Men, 236: 
women, 826 ; children, 1,462. Ihave no 
statistics as to the mortality in these two 
camps, nor have I yet received the in- 
formation the hon. Member desires as to 
the camps in Cape Colony. - 





Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether the men, women, and children 
now in refuge or prison camps in South 
Africa are free to leave when they desire 
to do so; whether, in any case, permission 
has beenrefused to relatives to takecharge 
of women and children who were in the 
camp ; and whether relatives of persons 
in the camps are allowed free access to 
the camps. 


Mr. BRODRICK: In the Transvaal 
and Orange River Colony and Natal any 
self-supporting refugees or those who 
have friends or relatives able and willing 
to house and support them are accorded 
permission to live in town; but the 
difficulties of subsistence in a country in a 
state of war preclude this permission being 
largely taken advantage of. Refugees 
are allowed to visit the town adjacent 
to the camp in which they reside without 
a pass, except when for military reasons a 
pass is considered necessary. On applica- 
tion to the head office or local superin- 
tendent, admission to camp has been 
granted to visitors who desire such 
privilege. We have not yet got the 
information from Cape Colony. 


Mr. DILLON: Why has it taken so 
long to get this information ! 








931 
Mr. BRODRICK : I cannot say, 


Questions. 


SECRET DOCUMENTS AND THE 


CABINET. 

Mr. HERBERT LEWIS(Flint Burghs): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether the secret memorandum 
entitled Military Notes on the Dutch 
Republics of South Africa, revised to 
June, 1899, containing full information 
as to the Boer armaments, was supplied 
to members of the Cabinet in the year 
1899 ; and, if so, on what date. 


| 
“Mr. BRODRICK: Details as to the 


distribution of secret documents to the 
Cabinet is a matter which the House 
will understand cannot be made public. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Does the 
right hon. Gentleman deny the sub- 
stance of the question ? 


[No answer was returned. ] 


RETURN OF THE 
YEOMANRY. 

Sin SAMUEL SCOTT (Marylebone, 
W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether he can give any infor- 
mation as to what Volunteer companies 
are on their way home, and how many 
of the special applications to return from 


{COMMONS} 


VOLUNTEERS AND | 


Questions. 939 


gold in the ‘Transvaal has now recom- 
menced, whetherany, and, if so, what steps 
will be taken to levy taxation on the gold 
thus produced, and what proportion this 
taxation will bear to the value of the gold 
produced. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The mines 
| will, as Igunderstand, be subject to the 
former taxation of the Transvaal until 
fresh arrangements are made, 


BRABANT’S HORSE AT DORDRECHT. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
he is aware that Brabant’s Horse, on 
their entry into Dordrecht after its first 
evacuation by the Boers, wrecked a 
number of the dwellings of the neigh- 
bouring farmers, the lowest estimate of 
|the number of houses plundered being 
| put at thirty, and in the absence of their 
| owners broke open the doors, destroyed 
the furniture, and, having piled up the 
crockery in the streets, smashed it with 
boulders ; whether this conduct had the 
sanction of the commanding officer, and 
whether any inquiry has been instituted 
into this charge which has been specifi- 
cally advanced against the corps, or 
whether any, and, if so, what, punish- 
ment has been meted out to the alleged 
offenders. 


the old Imperial Yeomanry have been | 


acceded to. 
Mr. BRODRICK: Lord Kitchener 


informed me a few days ago that all the 
Volunteer service companies attached 
to different regiments are now on their 
way toCape Town, or embarked for home. 
He added that some hundreds of the 
original Imperial Yeomanry had _ been 
released, and were on their way to eim- 
bark. I may say that from the disposition 
of his troops, of which Lord Kitchener 
informed me by last mail, I gather that 


he hopes shortly to dispense with the | 


services of all the remainder of the 
original bodyof Yeomanry, ashe considers 


they require rest after their service, but 


I cannot fix a date. 


TAXATION ON TRANSVAAL GOLD 
MINES. 
Mr. BLACK (Banffshire): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Colonies, 
in view of the fact that production of 


| Mr. BRODRICK: No report has 


reached the War Office on this subject. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL : Is the right 

hon. Gentleman aware that this took 

| place fourteen months ago? Has the War 
Office heard nothing of it yet ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
right hon. Gentleman has answered that 
question. 


COLOUR-SERGEANT DEF, Ist VOLUN- 
TEER BATTALION DURHAM LIGHT 
INFANTRY. 

Mr. CONOR O’KELLY (Mayo, N.): 

I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 

for War whether he can state the ground 

on which Colour-Sergeant Patrick Dee, 
attached as instructor to the headquarters 
| companies of the 1st Volunteer Battalion 

‘Durham Light Infantry, was discharged 

'from the Army on 7th March, 1899. 
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que WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLEY, 


Lancashire, Westhoughton) : He was dis- 


charged at his own request. 


TRACTION ENGINES FOR SOUTH 
AFRICA. 
Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.) : I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether he 
can state how many traction engines were 
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districts or to leave it to commanding 
| officers to make their own contracts. 


Questions. 


| Mr. COURTENAY WARNER: Has 
| the rule been altered, or is it the old rule ? 


, Lorp STANLEY: I do not know how 
| long the rule has been in force, but it is 


| one of the decentralising rules. 


purchased in Manchester for use in the | ROYAL ARMY CLOTHING DEPART. 


war in South Africa, what was their total | 
cost, and what reports has he received | 


from the military experts as to their 
utility in the veldt. 


Lorp STANLEY: So far as I know, 
no engines were purchased in Manchester. 
A Committee, of which I am _ chair- 
man, is now sitting to consider the 
various reports received from South 
Africa on the utility, or the reverse, of 
mechanical transport. We are also con- 
ducting various experiments which, it is 
hoped, will result in our being able to 
secure some satisfactory method of em- 
ploying this kind of transport more 
extensively in the future. 


MILITIA —STATISTICS. 

Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 
fordshire, Lichfield): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War if he will 
state the number of Militia now serving 
abroad, also the number who have served 
abroad and have now returned home. 


Lorp STANLEY: The total number 
of Militia serving abroad on the Ist April 
was 24,115. Between 3,500 and 4,000 
have returned home. 


REGIMENTAL CANTEEN CONTRACTS. 
Mr. COURTENAY WARNER: I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he will explain why the 


contracts for supplying the regimental , 


and depot canteen with groceries, pota- 
toes, and such articles have been taken 
out of the hands of the commanding 


officers and put all directly under the | 


Deputy Assistant Adjutant General in 
the North-Western District. 


Lorp STANLEY : It is left to the dis- 


MENT—OVERTIME. 

Captain NORTON (Newington, W.) : 
I beg to ask the Financial Secretary to 
the War Office whether, with respect to 
the memorial of the employees of the 
Royal Army Clothing Department now 
under consideration, he will consider the 
advisability of placing these men in 
regard to overtime upon the same footing 
as those employed under the War Office 
at Woolwich. 


Lorp STANLEY : It has been decided 
that from the Ist April last the scale of 
payment for overtime should be the same 
as that in the Army Ordnance Depart- 
ment at Woolwich. 


ARMY ORGANISATION—BARRACK 
ACCOMMODATION. 
Mr. FREEMAN-THOMAS (Hastings): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War if he can give any estimate as to the 
total cost of the barrack accommodation 
which will be required for the six Army 
Corps to be formed under his proposed 
scheme of Army organisation. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I am not in a 
position at present to give a complete 
estimate, but all barracks previously 
available will be utilised. 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC IN SOUTH AFRICA. 
* Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether repre- 
sentations have been made to Sir Alfred 
Milner by a number of the ministers and 
representative men at Pretoria in favour 
of a strict regulation or restriction of the 
liquor traffic in the system of govern- 
ment to be set up in the Transvaal ; and 
whether, having regard to the import- 





tretion of general officers either to make , ance of the licensing question in the 
contracts for the entire supply of their | future administration of the colony, he 
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is in a position to make any statement on 
the subject. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I do not 
know whether such representations have 
been made to Sir A. Milner, and I am not 
in a position to make any statement on 
the subject, of the importance of which 
both Sir A. Milner and myself are fully 
aware. 


NAVY—WATER-TUBE BOILERS—THE 
ROYAL YACHT. 


Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN (Gateshead) : | 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Admi- | 


ralty whether he can state what indicated 
horse-power is to be taken out of the 
engines of H.M.S. ‘* Medusa,” after being 
fitted with the eight Diirr water-tube 
boilers ordered from Germany, and 
what consumption of fuel is guaranteed 
per indicated horse-power over a full 
speed test of time equal to her bunker 
capacity of coal tons. 


I beg also to ask the Secretary to the 


Admiralty if the repairs and alterations | 


to the new Royal Yacht were the subject 
of a tabulated estimate, or have they been 
carried out without any estimate of 
ultimate cost; if the former, what was 
the amount of the estimate ; if the latter, 
by whose orders was the work entered 
upon without the cost being known. 


THe SECRETARY To THE 
RALTY (Mr. ArNoLp-Forster, Belfast, 
W.): May I ask the hon. Member to 
postpone these questions till Thursday ; 
and, at the same time, may I respectfully 
point out that it would be convenient 
if more notice could be given of questions 
such as these. The questions only 
appeared on the Paper this morning, and 
the House having met at two o'clock, 
the time was too short to give them that 
careful consideration which the questions 
of hon. Members so often deserve. 


Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN: Do not the 
officials of the Admiralty know well 
enough what the horse-power is ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


H.M.S. ‘* CAESAR ” 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL : I beg to ask 


the Secretary to the Admiralty under 
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| what heading in the Naval Estimates 
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| will the expenses of the cruise of H.MS, 
‘Cesar’ in the Mediterranean jn 
| October and November last, for the use 
|of the Colonial Secretary, be placed; 

under what circumstances was a ship of 
the Royal Navy made to do service for a 
| Minister of the Crown; and whether 
| there are any, and, if so, what, precedents 

for the utilising of Government vessels 
| for the service of Ministers of the Crown 
| who are not in the Admiralty Depart- 
| ment. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : No extra 
‘cost was involved in the cruise of 
|H.M.S. “ Cesar” in the Mediterranean 
/in October and November last, when the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies was 
}on board. A ship of the Royal Navy 
| was placed at the disposal of a Minister 
| of the Crown in pursuance of the recog- 
| nised and reasonable, rractice of making 
| His Majesty’s ships available for officials 
|engaged in the public service. There are 
| precedents for utilising Government ves- 
sels for Ministers of the Crown who are not 
in the Admiralty Department. There is 
/no precedent for a man-of-war being 
used by. a Colonial Secretary when 
| visiting a British colony, and I consider 
| it a most fortunate circumstance that a 
| precedent has now been created. 


CHINA—RUSSIA AND MANCHURIA. 


| Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
| E.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 


of State for Foreign Affairs whether the 
[Chinese Government has addressed a 
Note to the Powers in reference to 
| Manchuria ; and, if so, what is proposed 
| by China in this Note. 

| 

| *THE UNDER SECRETARY oF 
(STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
|(Viscount CRANBORNE, Rochester): | 
;am not quite sure to what the hon. 
| Member refers, but no such Note has 
| been received recently from the Chinese 
Government. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Have 
any proposals of any kind been recently 
made by the Chinese Government to the 
Powers with reference to the opening up 
of Manchuria? 





*Viscount CRANBORNE: No. 
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GREAT BRITAIN AND GERMANY IN| Secretary of State for India whether 
CHINA. | he is aware that the Senior Govern- 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg} ment Inspector of Burma Railways 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for | has reported that the American loco- 
Foreign Affairs if he can give any infor- | motives which are in use there show 
mation in reference to the firing by | want of strength, and that parts supposed 
German troops upon a British boat in | to be of cast steel proved to be of inferior 
China ; has the noble Lord’s attention | metal and workmanship ;_ that altera- 
yen directed to a report in the news-| tions and repairs have been required 





papers that such an incident has occurred, | much in excess of what is necessary with 
and will he make inquiries. | locomotives received from British makers; 
| that Mr. J. S. Johnson, of the locomo- 

[No answer was returned. | | tive department, reported that the 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND repeated | American locomotives consume upwards 
, atom: | of 35 per cent. more fuel per train mile 
_— | than English locomotives doing the same 
*ViscouNT CRAN BORNE: I must ask | work ; and whether he is aware that the 
the hon. Member to put his question on | report of the Chief Mechanical Engineer 
the Paper. | of the Egyptian meres only somal 

; . /upon American and Belgian locomotives 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg to’ a compared with those of English make 
give notice that I will put the question On} has been published in the Board of 
the Paper. I am sorry the noble Lord | Trade Journal for April; and whether, 
rants to waste the time of the House. having regard to the fact that orders are 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! being given for American locomotives by 


: , ~ 3 other Government departments, he will 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: It is a publish in full the reports of the Burma 


waste of time. Railway Inspectors. 
AUSTRALIAN | COMMONWEALTH— | THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
GOVERNOR'S SALARY. /INDIA (Lord G. Hamiiron, Middlesex, 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL : I beg to ask | Ealing): The senior Government In- 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies | spector of Burma Railways, in his report 
what response, if any, has he received to| dated 5th August, 1900, has noticed 
the proposal of the Colonial Office to the | certain defects in the American loco- 
Australian Federal Cabinet that the! motives supplied to the Burma Railways 
lary of the Governor should be raised Company. The report said to have been 
irom £10,000 to £20,000 per annum. | made by Mr. Johnson, of the locomotive 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : There has | department of that company, is not in 
Sam seep senna tie rea sli akin of the possession of this office. The infor- 
the ek oa Geta rae des teh ation which I have received does not 
ie aeons tin: fides i. iaucian teak | lead me to think that the American loco- 
isking him to bring before his Ministers | ee 
the question of providing allowances for | (OUN® 8 “i ° ditor of th 
the Governor General’s establishment | Will ee SO ee eae ee ae 
iiss aiid . | Board of Trade Journal the report on 
ind for the expenses of entertainment, | ae Piet 
in addition to the salary of £10.000 fixed | the Burma railway locomotives and any 
lv the Commonwealth Act. No definite | ther reports gene | " the asi 
; aihiiod | which appez > likely ive use 
tatement has yet been received as to the | hich appear to me likely to give usefu 


‘ : : | information. 
mount of the allowances for which the | 


ommonwealth Ministers are prepared | 
toask Parliament. | INDIAN ARMY ESTABLISHMENT. 
Mr. CREMER (Shoreditch, Hagger- 
INDIAN RAILWAYS—AMERICAN ston): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
LOCOMOTIVES. State for India if he will state what 
Sin ALFRED HICKMAN (Wolver- | number of commissioned officers were on 
hampton, W.): I beg to ask the|the establishment of the Indian Armies 


2L2 
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on Ist January, 1901, and how many of | 


them were British and how many native. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: The number 
of commissioned officers on the active list 
of the establishment of the Indian Armies 
on Ist January, 1901, was 4,679 ; 
these 1,836 were British and 2,843 were 
native. 


AMERICAN LOCOMOTIVES ON 
EGYPTIAN RAILWAYS. 
Sir ALFRED HICKMAN: I beg toask 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether he is aware that the chief 


inspector of the locomotive department | 


of the Burma railways has reported 
that the American locomotives in use 
there consumed upwards of 35 per cent. 


{COMMONS} 
Sir M. HICKS BEACH : I will inquire 


of 











Questions. 


| further. 
| 
| COAL DUTY—INCIDENCE IN THE 
THREE KINGDOMS. 

Mr. HERBERT LEWIS: I beg to 
‘ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
| whether he can state what proportions 
'of the coal duty will be collected in 
England, Scotland, and Wales respec- 
| tively. 
| Sir M. HICKS BEACH: The answer 
to this question depends on the amount 
of coal exported from each country 
respectively. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS : Cannot you 


gauge it from last year’s figures ? 


more fuel than English locomotives doing | 


the same work, and whether he will 
cause trials to be made of the consump- 


tion of fuel in the American and Belgian | 


locomotives in use on the Egyptian 
railways. 


*ViscounT CRANBORNE: 

paragraph of the question has been 
answered by my wie friend the Necre- 
tary of State for India. Lord Cromer 
will be asked whether a report can be 
furnished concerning the consumption 
of fuel in the American and Belgian 
locomotives. 


COAL MINES AND INCOME TAX, 

Sir JAMES JOICEY (Durham, 
Chester-le-Street): I beg to ask Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer whether he 
can state what is the aggregate amount 
in each year from 1890 to 1900, inclusive, 
at which the coal mines of the United 


Men, 
Ere. 


Kingdom have been assessed for income | 


tax ; also what is the aggregate amount 
during the same years at which Royalty 


The first 


Stir M. HICKS BEACH: Taking 


those figures, the percentage would 
show England 41, Scotland 16, and 
| Wales 43 per cent. 

| PATENT FUEL ‘ 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea 
District): I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor 
of the Exchequer whether he has now 
considered the representations made to 
him by producers and exporters of patent 
fuel in regard to the proposed duty on 
that commodity ; and whether he is now 
prepared to exempt that commodity 
wholly or in part from that duty. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: The only 
representations on this subject which 
| have reached me personally are with 
regard to the statement that patent 
fuel is composed of pitch as well as of 
coal. Jam not in a position to announce 
any decision on that matter at present, 
| but I certainly see no reason for excep- 
‘ting patent fuel from the duty. 


and way-leave rents were assessed for the | 


same purpose. 


THe CHANCELLOR or toe EXCHE- | 
QUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, Bristol, W.): | 


I am afraid [ cannot give these figures. 


Coal mines are included, together with | 
Royalties and way-leave rents, under one | 


general head of mines in the Inland 
Revenue Returns. 


Sir JAMES JOICEY: I have looked 
through those Returns and cannot find 
the figures. 





INCOME TAX —DEDUCTIONS. 

Sir ALFRED HICKMAN: I beg to 
ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
‘whether local authorities are justified, 
under Section 24, Sub-section 3, of the 
Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 1888, 
in deducting income tax at 1s. 2d. in 
the £ on half-yearly payments of interest 
made after the 5th April, 1901, but 
covering a period antecedent to that 
date when the payment is charged solely 
,on, and made out of, funds liable to 
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Questions. 942 


income tax, such as gas undertakings | lishment of signalling stations on Tuskar 


or waterworks. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: It is very 
dificult to answer a question of this 
kind without knowing the particular 
ease referred to. But, so far as I under- 
stand, in the circumstances described 
the income tax should not be deducted 


at the rate of 1s. 2d. for the whole of. 


the period covered by the payment of 
interest, but at the rate of ls. in the 
£ in respect of any portion of the pay- 
ment which accrued in the year ended 
on the 5th April, 1901, and at the rate 
of Is. 2d. in the £ in respect of any 
portion accruing subsequent to that 
date. 


GLUCOSE AND SUGAR DUTY. 

Mr. WARR (Liverpool, Toxteth): I 
beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer whether, under contracts made 
before the Budget resolution for the 
ule of a commodity which by the express 
terms of the agreement is to contain 
a definite quantity of glucose, the seller 
can add to the invoice the amount of 
the duty which he has incurred in 
respect of the glucose, and which glucose 
he has imported for the express purpose 
of enabling him to fulfil his contract. 


Sirk M. HICKS BEACH: By Section 
20 of the Customs Consolidation Act, 
\876, as amplified by Section 8 of the 
Finance Act, 1900, the seller is em- 
powered to add to the invoice the amount 
af the duty incurred in respect of any 
glucose imported for the express purpose 
of enabling him to fulfil an outstanding 
contract. A question might arise 
whether. the character of the 








might have been so changed by manu- 
lature as to make these provisions 
inapplicable. 
on which I can express no opinion, for 
[think the reply to it would depend 
wn the circumstances of the particular , 


case. [ 
| 


article | 


This is a legal question | 


and the Fastnet, the system of signalling 
to be adopted, and the terms upon which 
messages will be transmitted to those 
concerned. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
| OF TRADE (Mr. GERALD BALrour, Leeds, 
Central): I have now received a letter 
from the Irish Lights Commissioners 
stating that they will do all in their power 
to have the proposal referred to by my 
hon. friend carried out, bit that it wiil be 
essential for the telegraphic work to be 
in the hands of the lighthouse staff, as 
it will not be possible to allow any other 
persons to reside on the rock, the space 
being so limited. There are still many 
difficulties to be overcome, but the matter 
is being pushed forward. 


RAILWAY RATES FOR CYCLES. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): I beg to ask the President of 
the Board of Trade if he is aware that, 
on 11th May, 1900, his predecessor (the 
present Home Secretary) received a 
deputation from the National Cyclists’ 
Union, the Irish Cyclists’ Union, and the 
Cycle Manufacturers’ Association, pray- 


| ing him to use the influence of the Board 


of Trade to secure better accommodation, 
responsibility for loss or damage, and 
reduced rates from the railway companies, 
and that all save the Brighton line remain 


|impassive on the subject, in marked 


contrast to the railways in France, Ger- 
many, Holland, and Belgium; and 
what steps he proposes to take to obtain 
greater facilities for cyclists. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
Board of Trade did attempt to influence 
the railway companies in the direction 
desired, but without success. At present 
I do not see my way to take any further 


| Steps. 


Str HOWARD VINCENT: May I 


| ask the right hon. Gentleman whether 


‘it is possible for those interested to go to 


SIGNALLING STATIONS ON 
AND THE 


TUSKAR 
FASTNET. 


Mr. CHARLES M‘ARTHUR (Liver- | 
pool, Exchange) : I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade whether he | 
is in a position to make any definite 
statement with respect to the estab- 


'the Railway Commissioners, as they can 


get no redress from the railway com- 
panies ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: There 
is no redress. Legislation would be 
required. 
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Sir HOWARD VINCENT: Why 
will not the right hon. Gentleman intro- 
duce legislation ? 


{COMMONS} 


Questions. 944 


to introduce a Bill having for its object 
| the extension of the Workmen’s Com- 
pensation Act to seamen. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Why do you support 
the Government # 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No, Sir. 


| 
| SHEEP SCAB PREVENTION. 
MERCANTILE MARINE—ENGAGEMENTS | Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): | 
OF CREWS ON MONTHLY ARTICLES. | beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Mr. JOYCE (Limerick): I beg to ask | Agriculture whether he will make an 
the President of the Board of Trade |inquiry regarding the centralised and 
if he can state how many vessels engaged | periodical system of sheep dressing, by 
crews on monthly articles of agreement | which sheep scab has been almost entirely 
at the South Shields Mercantile Marine | prevented ; and whether he will consider 
offices during the month of April, 1901;|the advisability of introducing it as a 
whether he can state if the provision | compulsory measure in the three king. 


scale embodied in the articles of agree- 
ment of the respective vessels is the scale 
which has been generally in use during 
the last fifty years ; and whether he can 
state if there has been any decrease in the 
cost of provisions as compared with the 
cost of provisions fifty years ago ; and, if 
so, to what extent. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: 
nine steamers and four sailing ships 
signed full crews on monthly articles of 


agreement at the South Shields Mercan- | 


tile Marine office during the month of 
April last. With one exception—in which 
a special mode was adopted—the usual 


provision scale was embodied in the} 
articles of agreement in all these cases. | 
With regard to certain small variations | 
the usual scale is the same as that in| 


use fifty years ago. I am not prepared to 
say to what extent the cost of provisions 


has decreased during the last fifty years, | 
but I have no hesitation in saying that | 


the decrease has been considerable. 


Mr. JOYCE: Has the Government 
any intention of changing the scale 
which has been in force for fifty years ? 


BALFOUR: The 
It would 


Mr. GERALD 
matter is under consideration. 
require legislation. 


SEAMEN AND THE WORKMEN’S 
COMPENSATION ACT. 

Mr. JOYCE: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department 
whether, having regard to the number 
of seamen who are killed and injured on 


Forty- | 


doms. 


| *THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD 
oF AGRICULTURE (Mr. Hansvry, 
| Preston): I assume that the hon. Mem- 
| ber refers to the Australian Colonies, 
| where of course the conditions are not 
| the same as in this country, the flocks 
| there being very large and in the hands 
of a comparatively limited number of 
owners. The system adopted is already 
well known to us. The Board of Agn- 
culture can only deal with the question 
in Great Britain, and not in Ireland. In 
|Great Britain the powers of the local 
authorities are very large, and if properly 
exercised should be sufficient to keep the 
disease within narrow limits. I am glad 
to say that in the twelve months ending 
March 31st last the number of sheep 
attacked was about 30 per cent. les 
| than in the previous year and in England 
was less than 1 per 1,000 of the whole; 
in Wales 1 in 350; in Buckinghamshire, 
Northamptonshire, and Nottinghamshire 
1 in 200, 560, and 500. The numbers 
attacked in these counties have fallen from 
1,018 to 959, 2,850 to 729, 1,127 to 355. 


SWINE FEVER. 

Mr. LAMBERT: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Agriculture 
if any particulars have reached him 0 
the cause of nearly three times as many 
outbreaks of swine fever occurring ™ 
the week ending 27th April as compared 
with the corresponding period of last 
year; if so, will he state them to the 
House. 








British ships, he can state if it is the) *Mr. HANBURY: I regret that the 
intention of His Majesty’s Government | increase in the disease during the last 
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three months has been great. The CAITLE DISEASE REGULATIONS. 

number of outbreaks has of course, Mr. FIELD: I beg toask the President 
fluctuated very largely in various years, | of the Local Government Board whether 
and last year the number was exception- | he is aware that the determination of the 
tionally small. The disease is very much | existence of tuberculosis, anthrax, glan- 
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more difficult to deal with than pleuro- 
pneumonia, or even foot-and-mouth 
disease, on account of the fact that so | 
many of the animals affected do not 
present external evidence of the disease. 
[am not satisfied that the local veterinary | 
surgeons adequately carry out the in- 
structions of the Board when dealing | 
with swine fever cases in their behalf, 
and I am applying to the Treasury with | 
aview to increasing the number of veteri- | 
nary surgeons in the direct employment 
of the Board; I am atthe same time 
taking steps to ensure on the part of the 
local veterinary surgeons a fuller com- 
pliance with our instructions. The 
magistrates, I am sorry to say, do not 
always deal with failure to report the 
disease in such a manner as to discourage 
such a mischievous evasion of the law. 


ders, pleuro-pneumonia, and many other 
infectious diseases of cattle is made by 
microscopic examination, with or with- 
out the addition of biological or bacterio- 


| logical tests, and is therefore practically 


the same method of examination as is 
usually employed by public analysts in 
detecting adulteration in pepper, mustard 
and various other articles examined 
under the Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 
which are not chemically tested when 


| examined for adulteration ; and whether 


he will issue instructions that in all such 
cases where microscopic examination is 


| the essential means of detecting disease 


the meat trader whose meat has been 


seized as being unfit for food shall be 


informed of the exact nature of the 


disease the carcase is alleged to have 
suffered from, so that he may know 


| definitely the charge against which he 


FOOT-AND-MOUTH DISEASE IN 


ANGLIA. 

Mason RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford) : | 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Agriculture whether his attention 
has been called to the suggestion that the 
outbreaks of foot-and-mouth disease in 
East Anglia are caused by the importa- 
tion of Welsh runts ; and if he will take | 
into consideration the possibility of some 
supervision in connection with this trade. 


EAST 


*Mr. HANBURY: The foot-and-mouth 
outbreak in Essex, in December of last | 
year, was possibly traceable to a fair held | 
in Harlow, on 28th November. At this 
fair some animals from Denbighshire 
were exposed for sale. They, as well as all | 
other animals at the fair of which any | 
information could in any way be obtained, 
were traced back to the place from which 
they had come. The runts from Denbigh- 
shire were not in any case found to be 
affected with foot-and-mouth ; and the) 
places from which they had come in 
Wales, as well as all animals at those 
places, were inspected by veterinary 
surgeons without any foot-and-mouth | 
being discovered. The same course was | 
adopted in the case of all animals from 


could be obtained. 


| question. I 


| 
other places so far as any information | 


has to defend himself. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WALTER 
Lona, Bristol, S.): I am not aware that 
the methods of detection of tuberculosis 
and other diseases in carcases of cattle 
are practically the same as those em- 
ployed for detecting adulteration in 
articles of the kind referred to in the 
could not undertake to 
issue any such instructions as are desired 
by the hon. Member, even assuming that 
I have the power to do so. 


IRISH ORDNANCE SURVEY. 

Mr. M‘'FADDEN (Donegal, E.): I 
beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Agriculture whether the proceedings of 
the Ordnance Survey of Ireland, em- 


| bracing a large amount of _historica 
b g a larg t of historical 
_ geological, botanical, and every species 
'of local information relating to every 


parish in Ireland, are still in manuscript 
stowed away in Dublin archives; and 
whether, having regard to their import- 
ance, His Majesty’s Government will 
proceed to their publication, as was 
originally intended. 


*Mr. HANBURY: All these papers 
were handed over to the Irish Academy 
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at various dates between 1860 and 1890, 
and the Ordnance Survey Department 
has now no control over them. 


Questions. 


AGRICULTURAL HOLDINGS ACT— 
ARBITRATIONS. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS: I beg} 
to ask the President of the Board of | 


Agriculture whether he can state the 


number of cases in which the Board of | 


Agriculture has been asked to appoint 
an arbitrator under Part I. 


the Act. 


' 


*Mr. HANBURY: There have been 
five applications to the Board of Agricul- 
ture to appoint a single arbitrator under 


Part I. of the Schedule. of which one has | 


since been withdrawn. There have been 


two applications for the appointment 


of umpire under Part II. 


OF LONDON MEDICAL OFFICER 


OF HEALTH, 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Local Government Board 
whether he is aware that a 
officer of health has recently been ap- 


CITY 


pointed for the City of London ; whether | 


part of the salary of the officer elected will 
be paid out of the money provided by 
Parliament ; and whether he will insist 
that the said official should undertake to 
act in aceordance with the regulations 
issued by the Local Government Board 


for the guidance of sanitary authorities | 
with reference to the seizure of meat | 


from animals which have suffered from 
tuberculosis. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I am aware 
that a medical officer of health 
recently been appointed for the City of 


London, and I presume that half his | 


salary will be repayable by the County 


Council out of their Exchequer Contri- | 


bution Account. As regards the second 
paragraph of the question, I have stated 
more than once that the Local Govern- 
ment have not prescribed regulations on 
the subject to which the hon. Member 
refers. I am afraid I could not intervene 
in the manner which he desires. 


{COMMONS} 


medical | 


has | 


Questions. 
| RURAL DISTRICT BUILDING BYE- 
| LAWS. 


| Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE (Somerset- 
| shire, E.): I beg to ask the President of 
the Local Government Board if he is going 
| to revise the model bye-laws for buildings 
in rural districts ; if he will lay them in 
their revised form upon the Teble of the 
House: and if he will take care to dis- 
tinguish between those applicable to 
scattered country villages and_ those 
applicable to more populous places. 


of the. 
Schedule, and the number under Part II. | 
of the Schedule of The Agricultural | 
Holdings Act, 1900, since the passing of | 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I am pre. 
paring a series of model bye-laws with 
respect to new buildings in rural districts, 
which will deal only with matters most 
in need of control for purposes of health. 
The series is intended as a guide to rural 
district councils wishing to make bye-laws 
on the subject, and will be specially applic- 
able to places consisting of scattered 
dwellings. It will be competent to a 
district council in any particular case to 
| propose any modifications and additions 
| which appear to them necessary to meet 
the circumstances of the locality. The 
model is only intended by way of sugges- 
tion to the rural councils with whom 
rests the initiative as to making bye-laws. 
In these circumstances it hardly seems to 
me necessary to lay the model on the 
Table of the House ; but I shall be happy 
to show a copy to my hon. friend before 
| it is issued. 


QUESTION—REPAYMENT 
OF LOANS. 


Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.): 
I beg to ask the President of the Local 
Board whether his attention has been 
called to a conference on the housing 
_problem, held on Monday, 29th Apri, 
at the Islington Town Hall, at which 
| delegates, consisting chiefly of the mayors, 
town clerks, and chairmen of the housing 
committees from twenty-two of the 
London borough councils were present ; 
| whether he has noted that this conference 
urged that the period of repayment of 
‘loans for housing schemes should be 
extended to 100 years; and whether, 
having regard to this request and the 
repeated pleas of the London County 
‘Council in favour of an extension of the 
| period of loan repayment, he can now see 
| his way to agree to this demand. 


HOUSING 
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Mr. WALTER LONG: I have seen a | 


report of this conference, and have ob- 


served that a resolution was passed in the | 


sense referred to in the second paragraph 
of the question. 


the questions put by the hon. Member on 
the 28th February last.t 


THE CENSUS. 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS: I beg toask the | 


President of the Local Government Board | 


whether he is in a position to inform the 
House of the total figures of population 
in England and Wales, Scotland, and 
Ireland, respectively, at the recent Cen- 


SUS. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Census 
for Scotland and Ireland is not under my 
superintendence. As regards England 
and Wales, I cannot at present state the 


total population, but I hope that the 4 . 
girls, all instruction for ex-standard 


information will be published in a very 

few days. 

COMMONS EMPLOYEES’ 
‘PENSIONS. 

CapTaAIN NORTON: I beg to ask 
the First Commissioner of Works 
whether his attention has been called 
to the case of an employee on the staff 
of the lighting and ventilating depart- 
ment of the Houses of Parliament. 
about to be retired through physical 
unfitness at the age of sixty-seven, and 
after thirty-four years service; and 
whether, having regard to the man’s 
long service and good conduct, he will 
consider the advisability of granting him 
a small pension instead of a bonus ; 
and whether he will further consider 


HOUSE OF 


the expediency of placing the staff of | 


the above-mentioned department upon 
a similar footing to other servants of 
the House with respect to pensions. 


THe FIRST COMMISSIONER or) 
WORKS (Mr. Akers Dove.as, Kent, | 
St. Augustine's): Yes, Sir, my attention | 
has been called to the case mentioned | 
hy the hon. and gallant Member. I) 
wish it were in my power to award a/| 
pension to this deserving public servant, | 
who unfortunately belongs to a class | 
not legally entitled to superannuation | 

| 





*, See Debates [Fourth Series], Vol. xe., page | 
3. | 


. 
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I cannot, however, add | 


anything to the answer which I gave to | the alteration suggested in the second 


| Council on 


950. 


allowances. All that can be done for 
him is to award him the gratuity pro- 
vided for by the Superannuation Act 
of 1887, which in this case is £46 10s. 
It is not possible for me to carry out 


Questions. 


paragraph of the question, though it is 


‘one which I would cordially welcome. 


EDUCATION—REX V. COCKERTON— 
LIVERPOOL SCHOOL BOARD. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask 
the Vice-President of the Committee of 
Education whether his 
attention has been called to the decision 
arrived at by the Liverpool School Board, 
to the effect that, in the present state 


of the law as disclosed by the Cockerton 


judgment, the board has felt compelled 


‘to give notice to drop after 31st July 


next all its manual instruction for boys, 
all its cookery and laundry work for 


scholars, and the whole of the evening 
school work the board has hitherto 


‘carried on; and to issue provisional 


notices to terminate the engagements 
of all its teachers employed in manual 
instruction, cookery, and laundry work, 
and to notify the managers of voluntary 
schools who send scholars to the board’s 
centres in these subjects that they can 
no longer enjoy this advantage after 31st 
July next; and whether, in view of 
this decision, an assurance will at once 
be sent to the Liverpool School Board 
which will enable it to carry on the 
work thus threatened with stoppage 
untilsuchtime as the law may be amended 
by new legislation. 


THe VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE 
BOARD or EDUCATION (Sir J. Gorst, 
Cambridge University) replied that such 
a letter had been received and was under 


' consideration. 


*Mr. MATHER (Lancashi:e, Rossen- 
dale): Is the opportunity for giving 
manual instruction in elementary schools 
longer or shorter under the new Code, 
and what period of time is devoted to it ? 


Sm J. GORST: That does not arise 
out of the question on the Paper. Per- 
haps the hon. Member will give notice 
of the question. 
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EAST HOLYWELL VOLUNTARY | SCOTTISH CONGESTED DISTRICTS 
SCHOOLS. BOARD—OPERATIONS IN LEWIS. 

Mr. GRAY (West Ham, N.): I beg! Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): 
to ask the Vice-President of the Com- | I beg to ask the Lord Advocate, as repre- 
mittee of Council of Education whether | senting the Secretary for Scotland, if he 
notice was given, in July last, to the) will state how much of the acreage of 
Board of Education, that after 31st | the respective farms of Aiguish and Cress, 
October, 1900, the Managers of the Lewis, was applied for by the Congested 
East Holywell Voluntary schools would Districts Board for the purpose of the 
be unable to continue their work ; | settlement on new holdings of fifteen 
whether he is aware that since that men from Knock and Swordale, who 
date the greatest difficulty has been were certified by the landward com- 
experienced in finding funds to provide | mittee of the Stornaway parish council 
for the education of the 360 children | to be able to stock and comfortably work 
on the registers of this school, and that | good sized holdings apart from fishing 
they are now dependent entirely upon | and other sources of livelihood ; and can 
the fee grant; and whether he will he say on what ground the proprietor 
expedite the formation of a local autho- | of Lewis declined to accede to the Board's 
rity capable of providing for the educa- application. 


tion of these children. 
*THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A, 


Sir J. GORST: Notice was given as| GRAHAM Murray,  Biiteshire): The 
stated in the question, but the managers | Stornoway landward committee did 
are still for a time carrying on the school. not mention acreage in their application, 
The formation of a united school district, | Their application was quoted by the 
which will comprise Holywell, is under | Congested Districts Board to the pro- 
consideration. prietor, who simply regretted his in- 
ability to accede to the request, without 

Mr. GRAY: Is the right hon. Gentle- assigning any reasons. 
man aware that this school was closed 


last week, and that there is now no ROADS IN ROSS-SHIRE. 
accommodation in the district ? Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 


: m Advocate, as representing the Secretary 
Sir J. GORST: I was not aware of | for Scotland, in view of the fact that on 
that. page 14 of the Appendix to the Report 
of the Congested Districts Board it is 
EVENING CONTINUATION SCHOOL | stated that a road from the terminus of 
CODE. ‘the present road at Applecross, Ross- 
Mr. ALFRED HUTTON (Yorkshire, shire, through the crofting townships 
W.R., Morley): I beg to ask the Vice-| along the west and north of the estate 
President of the Committee of Council, and continued to the Lochearron road 
on Education whether he can state|at Shieldaig would prove a great boon, 
when the Evening Continuation School | will he say whether any application on 
Code will be introduced, and what is|the subject has been made to the Con- 
the cause of the unusual delay, and | gested Districts Board by the local autho- 
what are the consequences of failure to! rity or through the county council. 
comply with Article 19 of last year’s | 
Code, which specifies 1st May as the last} *Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: To 
day. meet the wishes of the locality a bridle 
' path, 214 miles long is under construc- 
Sir J. GORST: The judgment of the ; tion through the district alluded to by 
supreme court in the Cockerton case| the hon. Member, and it is now nearly 
has rendered necessary a complete re-| completed. 
consideration of the work of evening 
schools. The regulations affecting them POSTAL FACILITIES IN SKYE. 
are under the consideration of the Board| Mr. JOHN DEWAR (Inverness- 
of Education, and will be produced as} shire): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
early as possible. Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
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General, seeing that there is a consider- | for Scotland, having regard to the fact 
able population on the west coast of that the feuing scheme prepared by the 
Skye and on the adjacent islands, at | Congested Districts Board for the crea- 
present inadequately provided with postal | tion of fishermen’s holdings in or near 
facilities, several districts having only | Stornoway, Lewis, was of such a charac- 
one delivery a week, will he say whether, | ter that only one fisherman made applica- 
in view of the opening of the Mallaig line, | tion for a holding under the terms of the 
application will be made to the Treasury | scheme, will he state whether any, and, 
to sanction the expenditure necessary |if any, what, efforts have been made to 
for the establishment of a steamer service | arrange with the proprietor of Lewis for 
between Mallaig and these islands via| the acquisition of land on feu on such 
the west coast of Skye. ‘terms as will enable the Congested 


Tur FINANCIAL SECRETARY to Districts Board to present to the fisher- 
tHE TREASURY (Mr. Austen Cuam- Men a feuing scheme more favourable 
BERLAIN, Worcestershire, E.): There | t® them than that originally put forward ; 
is at present no prospect of the establish- | and, gels of the fact that the Lewis 
ment of a steamer service from Mallaig District Committee represent that the 
to the outlying islands via the west coast | fishermen would be willing to secure 
of Skye. The present mail service to the holdings on reasonable terms, will the 
southern and western portions of Skye Board reopen negotiations with the pro- 


is maintained at a very heavy loss, and | prietor on the subject, if that has not 
from a postal point of view the additional | already been done. 
expenditure which it would be necessary) *Yrp A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
to incur for a steamer from Mallaig to Congested Districts Board cannot accept 
serve the districts in question would be | the suggestion that the character of the 
altogether out of proportion to the | scheme put forward by them was the 
benefits to be dervied. cause of only one fisherman coming 
a forward, but when they receive definite 
pean  ce ees c nae wee “- | information from the District Com- 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord | mittee as to those who desire such feus, 
Advocate, as representing the Secretary | they will be willing to reconsider the 
for Scotland, whether the executive! matter. 
none ag of the Association of County Ms. WHER: ti the cieks ke: Cs 
ouncils have asked the Secretary for ane BS : 
Scotland to bring under the notice of the | @#" ®¥are that the rental demanded is 
i: . : so high that the Board may have to wait 
Royal Commission on Local Taxation | *o) 08 ee, 
’ ; : till Doomsday for application ? 
a letter from the Railways and Canals : PI 5 
(Scotland) Assessor’s Office, dated 25th — 7 " aah atl 
March, 1901, relative to the Highland) “ ESTERN HIGHLANDS FISHERIES 
Railway valuation ; and will he state) Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
what action has or will be taken in the Advocate, as representing the Secretary 
matter. | for Scotland, whether he is aware that 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The P@se 17 of the Appendix to the Report 
ieee te ae first part of the hon, Of the Congested Districts Board for 


Member's question is in the affirmative |Seotland shows that a_ considerable 
and the whole subject of railway valua- | fishing industry is carried on in the Ness 
tion in Scotland, including the points district of the parish of Barvas, Lewis, 
sadiavedl tai tes thw haben. of the Auemene | that, although the fishermen have 
of Railways and Canals in Scotland is the reputation of being among the best 
engaging the attention of the Royal boatmen in the Western Highlands, 
Denceahiainis ate Randt Caneiien: of whdah there are frequent boating disasters due 


‘ . . wi arbours w , 
the Secretary for Scotland is the chair- to the want of harbours where larg 
mae boats can be anchored, and will he say 


whether the question of providing this 


FISHERMEN’S HOLDINGS AT district with suitable harbour accom- 
STORNOWAY. modation will be considered. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord *Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 


Advocate, as representing the Secretary question of erecting harbours on the 
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west coast of Lewis was considered some 
years ago, and it was thought that, as 
this coast is exposed to the full violence 


of the Atlantic, and as in the Barvas | 


parish there are no sheltered places, it 


would be impossible to build a fishing | 
The | 


Ness district also has about eleven miles 


harbour for any reasonable sum. 


of coast on the north-east side. A har- 


assistance, and no applications have been 
made for further help. 
THE 


HORSE BREEDING IN 


HIGHLANDS. 
Mr. WEIR: | beg to ask the Lord 


Advocate, as representing the Secretary | 


for Scotland, having regard to the fact 
that page 15 of the Appendix to the 
Report of the Congested Districts Board 
shows that good pony stallions are much 
required for the improvement of the 
horses in the townships where the 
crofters are permitted to keep the same 
on the estate of Coigach, Lochbroom, 
Ross-shire, will he say when a pony stal- 
lion will be at the disposal of the district. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I am 
informed by the Congested Districts 
Board that they are at this moment in 
communication with the Coigach district 
on the subject of the supply of a pony 
stallion. But I may add that the 
Appendix to the Annual Report of the 
Congested Districts Board shows that 
they will give their best consideration to 
all its recommendations, and carry out | 
those which commend themselves to the 
Board as opportunities afford. 


CROIR FARM, LEWIS. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate, as representing the Secretary 
tor Scotland, in view of the fact that the | 
lease for Croir Farm, Lewis, is not yet 
formally signed, and that the crofters | 
and cottars in the immediate vicinity | 
have repeatedly made application for the 
land during the last seven years, will 
immediate steps be taken by the Con- 
gested Districts Board to negotiate with 
the proprietor for the purpose of acquir- | 
ing the farm for the settlement of the. 
people. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
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Farm on lease, which, by the law of 
Scotland, is equivalent to a lease, the 
Congested Districts Board cannot under- 
take to reopen negotiations with him as 
to the acquisition of this particular farm. 


SCOTTISH CROFTERS ACT. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the First 


: | Lord of the Treasury, seeing that th 
bour and a boat slip have been recently | , “ 1 
built in this district with Government | Bill this session to extend the benefits 
of the Crofters 


Government is not prepared to introduce 


Act to small tenants 


holding under lease, will he afford 


‘facilities for the consideration of the Bill 


now before the House, entitled the 
Crofters’ Holdings (Scotland) Act (1886) 
Amendment Bill. 


THe FIRST LORD or THe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester, 
E.): I can give no such pledge. 


Mr. WEIR: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman do it next year if he is on 
that Bench ? 


[No answer was returned. } 


IRISH STATIONERY OFFICE 
CONTRACTS. 
Mr. O'DOHERTY (Donegal, N.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury whether his attention has been 
called to a resolution passed by the 
Belfast United Trades Council com- 
plaining of the present system of tender- 
ing for Irish Stationery Office Contracts, 
whereby contractors are compelled to 
take all paper, cardboard, vellum, leather, 
cloth, and other raw and unworked 
material from the Department, thus 
putting on unequal conditions employers 
in the printing business in the provincial 
cities and towns of Ireland with those of 
Dublin, owing to the railway charges 
for freight to and from Dublin ; and 
whether steps will be taken to have 
such goods, to be where possible of home 
manufacture, in the future directly 
supplied by the contractor whose tender 
may be accepted by the Stationery 
Office, and thereby place the printers of 
the provincial cities and towns in Ireland 
on terms of equality with their Dublin 
competitors. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : My 


proprietor having agreed to let Croir, attention has been called to the resolu- 
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tion referred to in the question. The 
practice of allowing the printer to supply 
all materials was abandoned after a trial 
of some years, owing to the unsatisfactory 
results which it produced, and I should 
not feel justified in reverting to it now. 


Mr. O'DOHERTY : Will the Govern- 
ment supply the raw material to the 
contractors in Londonderry, Belfast, 
and Cork, and thus place all on the 
same footing ? 


Mr. AUSTEN,CHAMBERLAIN : No, 


I cannot undertake that. 


Mr. O'DOHERTY: Then will the 
hon. Gentleman give the provincial 
tenderers a subsidy, so as to equalise 
matters ! 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 


No, Sir. 


DUNGIVEN POST OFFICE.—LOSS OF 
LETTERS. 


Mr. O'DOHERTY : | beg to ask the | 


Secretary to the Treasury, as representing 


the Postmaster General, whether com-: 


plaints have been made as to the loss of 
letters containing money and _ other 
valuables posted at the Dungiven, county 
Londonderry, post office during the past 
twelve months ; and will he state how 
many cases have been discovered in 
which letters posted during the past 
twelve months at this post office have 
never reached their destination ; whether 


compensation will be made by the Post- 


master General to the parties aggrieved ; 


and what steps have been taken to pre- 


vent a recurrence of such losses in the 
future. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
There have been applications in 
respect of three unregistered postal 
packets said to have been posted at | 


Dungiven during the last twelve months 
—one described as containing socks, 
one as containing a cheque (which has 


been stopped and not presented for pay- | 


ment), and one as a postcard. No trace 
could be found of any of these postal 
packets. The Postmaster General does 
not accept any liability for any letter or 
postal packet, other than a_ parcel, 
which has not been registered ; but every 


effort is made to secure due delivery. 
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| Mr. O7DOHERTY : Seeing that three 
| postal packets have been lost from this 
office during the last twelve months, 
'will the hon. Gentleman consider the 
| advisability of changing the postmaster ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


QUIGLEY’S POINT POST OFFICE—LOSS 
OF LETTER. 


Mr. O'DOHERTY: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 
ing the Postmaster General, whether a 
complaint has been received by the 
Postmaster General from Mr. Bernard 
O. D. Browne, Quigley’s Point, London- 
derry, with reference to the non-delivery 
of a letter posted by him at the Quigley’s 
Point Post Office containing £8 in bank- 
notes ; whether he is aware that other 
letters containing money and cheques 
posted at the same post office have been 
also lost during the past twelve months ; 
whether compensation, will be made to 
Mr. Browne for the loss sustained by 
him ; whether a local inquiry has been 
held by the head postmaster in charge of 
the district ; and, if so, with what result. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
Dublin Office received an application 
from Mr. Browne through the Postmaster 
of Londonderry in December last in 
respect of an unregistered letter described 
as containing eight one-pound notes of 
Irish issue, and as having been posted 
at the Quigley’s Point Sub Office on the 
19th November. On the 19th March 
a further application in respect of the 
same letter was received by the Post- 
master General from the hon. Member. 
No other applications in respect of letters 
stated to have been posted at Quigley’s 
Point Sub Office and not to have been 
delivered as addressed have reached the 
Department during the past twelve 
months. As Mr. Browne and_ the 
hon. Member were informed, no trace 
can be found of the letter by the 


Department, although an assistant 
at Quigley’s Point Office remem- 
bers that it was handed to _ her. 


The Postmaster General does not accept 
| anyliability in respect of the loss of a letter 
| which has not been registered. Careful 
‘inquiry was made on the spot, but no 
‘clue to the cause of the loss could be 
| discovered. 
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Mr. O'DOHERTY: Seeing it is ad- | charge can, be registered in the Registry 
mitted that the letter was handed in at | of Deeds in one day, he will take steps to 
the post office, will the hon. Gentleman | have the time shortened within which 
furnish me with a copy of the evidence | registration can be completed under the 
taken at the inquiry ? | said Act. 

ele a, - I beg alsoto ask the Chief Secretary to 
Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I the par Lieutenant of Ireland whether 


must ask for notice of that, but I should | his attention has been called to the roe 
think the answer will be in the negative. | payable on transfers and charges of land 
A ee _ | registered under the Local Registration 
LOCAL R om ge gy TITLE _ of Title (Ireland) Act as compared with 
, ee eee those payable for registration of transfers 
Mr. Oo DOHERTY : I beg to ask the| and charges in the Registry of Deeds 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant | Office, Dublin, and seeing that in case 
of Ireland whether he is aware that in| of a transfer of land under the said Act, 
eases of first voluntary registration, cases | the consideration in the transfer being 
under the Local Registration of Title | £1,000, the fees payable in case of a 
(Ireland) Act, in the years 1893 and 1894 transfer amount to £1 16s., and in case 
the registration authorities insisted on | of a charge to £1 11s., whereas in similar 
insurance fees being paid by the appli- | transactions in the Deeds Office the fees 
cants in all such cases; and, seeing | would only amount to 10s. 6d., whether 
that it was subsequently decided that in | steps will be taken by the Government 
such cases insurances were not payable, | to reduce the fees so payable to the same 
whether there has been any return made, | rate as at present paid for registration 
to the parties entitled, of the fees thus | of deeds in the Deeds Office with the view 
paid by them ; and, if not, can he state | of cheapening and facilitating transfer of 
how much was thus paid, and whether | Jand in Ireland. 
steps will be taken to have such fees MZINGAN. T i 
pO Mr. ATKINSON: The questions are 


| based upon an entire misconception of the 
THe ATTORNEY GENERAL For | object and provisions of the Registration 
IRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, London- | of Titles Act. In the registry of deeds 
derry, N.): The question turns upon the | the registration is merely formal. All 
construction of the 29th section of the|that that office is required to do is to 
Act. Formerly, registration under that | ascertain whether the memorial of the 
section, was, in certain cases, considered deed corresponds with the deed in certain 
voluntary, and therefore fees were de-| particulars. In the registry of titles 
manded. Latterly the office considered | the legal effect of the deed, and the nature 
it more in accordance with the spirit of the | of the interests it purports to convey 
Act to treat the registration in this matter | must be ascertained and stated. This 
as compulsory, no fees being demanded, | is often a matter of great difficulty and 
but the point has never been decided. | necessarily requires more time, anda some- 
These fees have been paid by 1,608! what different procedure. As a conse- 
persons, and amount to £428 14s. They | quence the costs must be different, the 
have not been returned. | officers of the Government doing in the 
latter case much of the work done by 

Mr. O'DOHERTY : I beg to ask the | the solicitor of the party in the former— 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant/and the comparison between the two 
of Ireland whether he is aware that the | systems is quite misleading. Sub-section 2, 
average time within which a transfer or | of Section 40, has not the effect men- 
charge, registered under the Local tioned. The registration, when made, 
Registration of Title (Ireland) Act, can | relates back to the date of lodgment in 
be completed is three weeks; and the Registry. There is no inconvenience 
whether, seeing that Section 40, Sub-| such as suggested. The minimum cost 
section 2, of that Act provides that no of registering any deed in the Registry of 
interest in the lands is conferred until | Deeds is £2, made up of fees, 13s. and £1 
actual registration, hardships are occa-| 7s. to solicitor for drafting memorial 
sioned to the parties interested by reason | and registering deed. In the registry of 
of this delay, and that a like transfer or | titles the minimum fee, where the con- 
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sideration (as in the majority of cases) is 
less than £100, is 8s., made up of registra- 
tion fee 5s., insurance fee 2s., and 
notice Is. 


Mr. O’DOHERTY : Is the right hon. 


Gentleman not aware that solicitor’s fees | 


have also to be paid ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member is not entitled to argue 
as to the meaning of the provisions of 
an Act of Parliament. 


Mr. O'DOHERTY : I will put another 


question to morrow. 


CAVAN AND LEITRIM RAILWAY— 
MAIL CONTRACTS. 


Mr. M‘'GOVERN (Cavan, W.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 


as representing the Postmaster General, | 


whether he is aware that the Post Office 
authorities in the year 1892 offered to 
pay the Cavan and Leitrim Railway 
Company parcel rates for conveying 
the day mails over its line, and seeing 
that the Post Office is at present paying 
this company for carrying the mails a 
distance of 96 miles each day the sum of 
£30 a year, while this company would be 
entitled to a sum of £71 17s. 3d. for 
conveying the mails during the year 
1900 if it were allowed parcel rates, 
whether he can state what objection the 
Post Office has to carry out the offer 
made in 1892 to give parcel rates for 
the conveyance of these mails. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
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of £30 a year to £40 a year. He does not 
consider that any higher payment would 
be warranted. 


ANTRIM MAGISTRACY. 

Mr. M‘FADDEN: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he will 
give the number of Roman Catholic 
and the number of Protestant magis- 
trates in the county of Antrim, and 
if he will advise the Lord Chancellor of 
Ireland to appoint such a number of 
Roman Catholic magistrates for the 
| said county as will give Roman Catholics 
|a fuller representation on the magis- 
| terial bench than at present. 





| Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
|LAND (Mr. WynpHam, Dover): The 
'numbers are 32 and 180 respectively. 
| Applications and recommendations for 
‘the Commission of the Peace are made 
'to the lieutenant of the county, who 
| transmits them, if he thinks them suit- 
‘able, for the consideration of the Lord 
| Chancellor. 

| Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL : Is the right 
/hon. Gentleman aware that in the late 
| Administration the Lord Chancellor 
| made appointments over the heads of the 
‘Lord Lieutenants ? 

| Mr. O’DOHERTY: And has not a 
| magistrate been appointed in like manner 
lin the county of Derry during the 
| existence of the present Administration ? 


With the view of arriving at a settle- | . 
i “diel | * «ite der! 
ent of an outstanding question it was | Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! Hon. 


suggested to the Cavan and Leitrim | Members are not entitled to debate the 


Railway Company in 1891 that payment | question. 


should be made to them for the convey- | . ae 
ance of four mail bags at ordinary parcel LABOURERS’ COTTAGES AT THURLES. 


rates, but that offer was refused. The| Mr. KENDAL O’BRIEN (Tipperary, 
Postmaster General does not now con-| Mid.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 





sider that he would be justified in paying 
at those rates for the conveyance of 
mail bags, having regard to the fact 
that the work performed by the company 
in respect of the conveyance of mail 
bags is very much less than in respect 
of parcels. Although the Postmaster 
General does not quite accept the com- 
pany’s estimate as to the extent of the 
service now performed by them, he has 
offered to increase the present payment 





'to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
'whether he is aware that the inspector 
of the Local Government Board, in 
reference to the recent inquiry under the 
Labourers Acts in Thurles rural district, 
recommended only thirty-five cottages 
lout of ninety-three applied for; and 
that, in twenty-seven cases, he rejected 
the applications because the applicants 
did not appear, though there was other 
'evidence given in support of them, and 
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in the majority of the twenty-seven | warrant was granted was not signed 
eases there was no evidence in opposition ; | before the said magistrate, Mr. Loughrey 
whether there is any obligation on appli- | but was signed some days afterwards at 
ants requiring their personal attendance | Buncrana, some ten miles distant, by the 
at such an inquiry, and whether the | constable who made the information, and 
Local Government Board will request | signed not before a magistrate ; also that 
the inspector to reconsider these cases. | at the trial of the said Gubbins the 
resident magistrate stated in open court 
Mr. WYNDHAM: The evidence | that the case should not only be scouted 
was not considered sufficient in the | out of court, but those who brought it 
twenty-seven cases referred to. The should be punished, and whether, con- 
answer to the second paragraph is in| sidering all these facts, some compensa- 
the negative. The cases may be brought | tion will be awarded by the authorities 
forward again by the district council | to the said William Gubbins ; is he also 
as a separate scheme. ‘To reopen the | aware that when the complaint was first 
inquiry now would delay the issue of | made as to the barrow alleged to be 
the Provisional Order in respect of the | stolen Sergeant Ballintine, Clonmany, told 
thirty-five cottages sanctioned. 'the party making the complaint that he 
| would get a constable to swear an infor- 
CAVAN AND BELTURBET MAILS. mation regarding same, and that the 
Mr. M‘GOVERN : I beg to ask the | uformation was made by a constable 
Secretary to the Treasury, as representing | who knew nothing whatever of the facts 
the Postmaster General, whether he is of the case; and, considering all these 
aware that the Great Northern Railway facts, what mops do the authorities pro- 
of Ireland conveys the night mails for , Pose taking in the matter. 
Cavan and Belturbet to Clones, and) Mr. ATKINSON : The facts are that 
that the mails are taken off the train’ Mr. Pauling, a railway contractor and 
at Clones and conveyed to Cavan and owner of a number of barrows used upon 
Belturbet by cars, although the Great his works, gave information that one of 
Northern Railway have lines to both them had been stolen by Gubbins, and 
these towns, and can he say what reason! was jn his house. Mr. Pauling was 
exists why the night mails should not be unable to go before a justice, and the 
conveyed by train instead of by cars to! constable to whom the statement was 
both these towns. | made, and who believed it to be true, 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN . | made the required information to obtain 
wes *} a search warrant, as he was entitled to 


The Postmaster General will have inquiry 
! : : . . 94 : 95 Vie > OG see 
made, and he will communicate the result do under the 24 and 25 Vict., c. 96, sec. 
103. Upon that information the justice, 
P J 


to the hon. Member as soon as possible. ‘ 
Mr. Loughrey, issued a search warrant 
? a me a ae to the constable, who made a search, and 
CASE OF WILLIAM GUBBINS OF area Ea ‘ sabes 
CLONMANY. found the barrow in Gubbins’s house— 
the name of the owner having been 


; Mr. he DOHERTY : I beg to ask the erased. At the trial Gubbins set ‘up the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant | gefence that he had borrowed the barrow. 
of Ireland wh ether he -eainge es that the The resident magistrate, who appears to 
house of William Gubbins, situate in the jaye been dissatisfied with the evidence 
parish of Clonmany, —" searched by the of identification, did, I bélieve, make the 
police at eleven ts clock at night for the | observation that the case should be dis- 
purpose of discovering whether a stolen | nisced on these grounds, but, so far as | 
barrow vimemiages his possession, although ‘can ascertain, did not say that those who 
at that time a warrant had not been brought it should be punished. There is 
sworn by any authorised person upon | y, power to grant compensation, and no 
which the search warrant was granted ;| 5 ther steps are being taken in the 
that Gubbins was an evicted tenant, and | 1 otter iki 
that the search warrant was issued by ; 
the landlord who had evicted him, Mr.| Mr. O'DOHERTY: Will the right 
John Loughrey ; is he aware that the | hon. Gentleman answer my question 
information upon which the search | whether the search warrant, when 
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issued, was not signed by a magistrate, | and allowances of the Royal Irish Con- 

but was signed ten days after before the | stabulary consists of a majority of 

district inspector ? Government officials, whether he will 

Mr. ATKINSON: I have answered | consider the advisability of having the 

that. The information was laid by the | Committee composed of independent 

police before a magistrate. Members of this House before the Com- 
| mittee takes any evidence. 


Mr. O’DOHERTY: I can tell the | one ; 
right hon. Gentleman that it was not so | Mr. WYNDHAM: The Committee 


*Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order | The | Bas been appointed and has begun its 
ain atest resciant avon a ‘labours. I cannot now alter its composi- 


hon. Member is not entitled to contradict | |: aaa. “ 
ae | t 8, s . ‘ 
a Minister. | tion, which is, I submit, well adapted to 


| the exigencies of such an inquiry. 

IRISH RAILWAY SYSTEM. | *Mr. TULLY: Seeing that there are 

| . . 
Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Chief | !?,000 policemen in Ireland and 7,000 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- | a pensions, will the right hon. Gen- 
land whether he is aware that the Irish | : eman take —* steps to reduce the 
Railway Reform Association held a public | '*eT number ? 
meeting at which a resolution was unani-| *Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 
mously passed criticising the existing} Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): By whom 
Irish railway system, and asking for the | was the Committee appointed ? 
appointment of a Viceregal Commission | Rane ‘ % 
toinquire and report thereon ; and what | Pe sO sana i 
steps he proposes to take in this matter. | aitinn : q & 
| >) c - 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am prepared to | Mr. FIELD: Does the right hon. 


consider the advisability of instituting | ¢- tl Pte : 

some jurther inquiry into the Irish rail-| 7eN"emMan Consider a nee See 

covets. Wer * canard sltaks | sisting of only one Member of Parliament 
sys e re « 


todeal with the matter during thissession. | — oe = ney wei : } 
Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford):| "oY Gra nintie renal emion 
Are not the Government prepared to do | neonates scaler saben: Seceraeepllaan 
shins ite thin matter ? 'that of a Committee appointed on a 
ything é : : 

ete previous occasion. 
Mr. WYNDHAM: [Iam not prepared | ? eh tat at : 
tosay that. One has to be very careful | < nd ete niga 4 vy the evidence 
n making any statement lest it should | “"@ 4©Pol Oia gall 
itonce be construed into a pledge to take | *Mk. SPEAKER: That does not arise 
/out of the question on the Paper. 


| 
| 
} 
| 
| 
| 


immediate action. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: But surely 


itis a perfectly proper thing to ask the | a page 
intentions of the Government ? | Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.): I beg to 


seas _,...|ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Mir. WY NDHAM: I do not think it 'S Lieutenant of Ireland whether, in view 
‘proper thing to cross-examine a Minister | oF the large number of emigrants from 
isto his intentions across the floor of the | Ireland during the last fifteen years 
— a I agit said Fee l = not | namely, a yearly average of 52,670, he 
smi aan het i ; iy, ga" VOM will appoint a Committee to inquire into 
ssion would be the best body to inquire | the cause of such emigration. 

sn: A ‘ x IYN j Mas Site 

willingness to consider the question of | Mr. WYNDITAM: No, Sir. 
further inquiry, and, having done so. : 


“aap ‘eat Awnigring tisePP) NEIGHTS AND MEASURES ACT IN 


ELAND. 
ROYAL IRISH CONSTABULARY | Mr. CONOR O’KELLY: I beg to ask 
INQUIRY the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 


|} Mk. FIELD: I beg to ask the Chief | tenant of Ireland whether he will state 
Necretary to the Lord Lieutenant of | the amount paid in fines in Ireland 
Ireland, having regard to the fact that | under the Weights and Measures Act 
the Committee of Inquiry into the pay | for the twelve months up to the date of 
VOL, XCIII. [FourrH Serigs.] ‘ 2M 














967. 
the last Return, and the purposes .to 
which it has been devoted. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: For the year ended 
the 3lst March last the total amount of 
fines imposed in Ireland under this Act 
was £191 14s. 3d. These fines are paid 
to the Crown for credit to the Depart- 
ment of Petty Sessions Clerks. 


Questions. 


PRIVATE BUSINESS—PROPOSED 
COMMITTEE. 
CoLoneEL LUCAS (Suffolk, Lowestoft) : 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether, seeing the limited time that 
exists during which it is possible to 
discuss the public business of the country, 
he will give tacilities for the appointment 
of a Committee to consider the question 
of making an alteration in the method of 
conducting the private business initiated 
in the House of Commons. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 


and then stated that [ recognised there 
was a difticulty, and could see no objec- 
tion to the appointment of a Select 
Committee. 


LIVERPOOL SCHOOL BOARD AND THE 
COCKERTON JUDGMENT. 

Mr. WARR (Liverpool, ‘Toxteth): | 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether his attention has been directed 
to the faet that the Liverpool School 
Board have given public notice that, 
having regard to the judgment in the 
Cockerton case, they intend in July next, 
in the absence of legislation in the mean- 
time, to discontinue all their evening 
schools, to request all the day scholars 
now in standard VII. and upwards to 
withdraw, to discontinue manual in- 
struction classes for boys and cookery 
and laundry classes for girls ; whether he 
is aware that the discontinuance of the 


evening classes will affect 8,500 students ; | 


that 2.000 advanced scholars will be 
compelled to withdraw ; that the dis- 
continuance of cookery and laundry 
instruction will affect 8,526 girls, and 
the discontinuance of manual instruction 
8,332 boys; and that, in all, 27,000 


pupils and their teaclicrs will be affected ; | 
and whether, .under these circumstances, | 


His Majesty’s Government will find a 
solution of the difficulties which have 
arisen by immediately proposing legisla- 
tion giving school boards or some other 
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By anticipa- | 
tion I answered this question yesterday, | 
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| local educational authorities those powers 
'which school boards have hitherto 
| supposed that they possessed, so that the 
| educational opportunities which have 
| hitherto been enjoyed by the people may 
be restored. 

Mr. HERBERT LEWIS: | beg aiso 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he is aware that, in consequence 
of the Cockerton judgment, thirty 
instructors in manual work, cookery, 
and laundry work have received notices 
to terminate their engagements with the 
Liverpool School Board on 31st July, 
and will thereby be deprived of their 
means of living, while many thousands 
of children in board and _ voluntary 
schools in Liverpool will be deprived of 
instruction in these subjects; and 
whether the Government will take early 
steps to legalise the continuance of such 
instruction. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: As far as | 
understand the matter, the Liverpool 
School Board have not correctly inter- 
'preted the results of the Cockerton 
| judgment. In respect to the other parts 
‘of the question, I think my hon. friends 
had better wait until my right hon. 
ifriend has introduced the Education 
Bill. From that statement they will 
| derive, I think, all the information they 
| desire. 
| ARMY RE-ORGANISATION DEBATE 
' Captain NORTON: I beg to ask the 
| First Lord of the Treasury, in view of the 
pledge to the House that a resolution 
would be placed upon the Paper by the 
Secretary of State for War which would 
enable a Member to raise any question 
which it would have been in order for him 
to raise upon Vote A or Vote 1 in criti- 
cising the statement made to the House 
by the Secretary of State for War, with 
reference to Army reform, whether, in 
spite of the wording of the resolution in 
question, the spirit of the pledge will be 
adhered to. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I believe the 
form of the resolution which will be sub- 
mitted to the House next week does 
carry out, both in the letter and the 
spirit, the undertaking I gave. 
| Caprain NORTON: Am I, then, to 
lclearly understand that all questions 
which could have been raised on either 


Questions. 
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Vote 1 or Vote A may be raised on this Mr. HERBERT LEWIS: We can only 
resolution ? find it out at very considerable incon- 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. Venience. We cannot be expected to 
(entleman must understand that the out- ©@try in our heads all the resolutions 
line of the scheme is contained in the Passed on a particular day, and we can 
resolution which will be submitted to only refresh our memories by looking up 
the House, and can be discussed on it. the Vote and Proceedings. 

Captain NORTON: That does not Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I admit it is 
not reasonable that hon. Members should 
Gentleman stated, or with what I under- | ¢arry all this information in their heads. 
stood—namely, that we should be able | 1 thought the information was, however, 
to raise any question we liked upon the easily available to them. I will inquire 
resolution. I will repeat my question, | further into the matter. 

Can any question which could have been —— 
raised on Vote ba or Vote A be discussed SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). 
on this resolution ? , 

4ON ; ' Mr. Hasty reported from the Com- 
_ Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : Lhave given a mittee of Selection, That they had 
full statement of my views. I cannot) added to the Standing Committee on Law 
interfere with the discretion of the) and Courts of Justice and Legal Proce- 


quite fall in with what the right hon. 


Chair. dure the following Fifteen Members in 
Captain NORTON: Then am [ to respect of the Education (Young Children 
understand—— School Attendance) (Scotland) Bill :— 


Mr. Baird, Mr. Cochrane, Colonel Denny, 

Mr. John Dewar, Sir William Houlds- 

worth, Sir John Leng, Sir Lewis M‘Iver, 

Sir John Stirling-Maxwell, Mr. Orr- 

Ewing, Mr. Renshaw, Mr. Robson, 
BOARD OF TRADE VOTE. Captain Sinclair, Mr. Pirie, Mr. Thomas 

Mr. JOYCE (Limerick) : I beg to ask | Shaw. and Mr. Tennant. 
the First Lord of the Treasury if he can| Report to lie upon the Table. 
say when the Vote for the Department | . 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! After 
the statement of the right hon. Gentle- 
man the matter cannot be argued further 
now. 


of the Board of Trade is likely to be taken. VE * kiwi 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It is impossible Ab 2 
for me to say when this Vote will be EDUCATION. 
taken. THe VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE 


BOARD or EDUCATION (Sir J. Gorst, 
SUPPLY. Cambridge University): Mr. Speaker, | 
Mr. HERBERT LEWIS : I beg to ask | wish to ask leave of the House to intro- 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether | duce a Bill which is to establish in every 
when the Report of Supply appears on the ps oS amas and m aprapven ee 
Notice Paper, the particular Votes to be | tional authority, W hich ’ — ed to 
reported will be stated. | supervise education of every kind, and 
; PAS .., | which may ultimately have the control 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : I do not think | ing supervision of all schools, whether 
Sebago x" aegae ae from the | elementary, secondary, or technicai. The 
ila ape which is based on an} ohaos which has existed in our English 
immemorial custom of the House. [am |school system has frequently been 
not, therefore, disposed at the present | described by speakers in this House and 
time to make any change. out of doors, by writers in public maga- 
Mr. HERBERT LEWIS: But what zines, and by the press ; and I think | 
objection can there be to letting hon. | should be wasting the time of the House 
Members know what Report of Supply | if | were to attempt to describe it over 
is to be taken in the course of a particular again. Anyone who wishes to have an 
evening ? authoritative view of the chaos which 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That informa. | exists in our education cannot do better 
tion is given on the Orders of the Day. | than read the Report of the Commission 
2M 2 


ORDERS OF THE DAY—REPORTS OF 
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on Secondary Education, which was | 
presided over by my right hon. friend the 
Member for South Aberdeen. The reform 
of this confusion has been repeatedly 
urged on the Government both in Parlia- 
ment and elsewhere. ‘The mischief which 
existed at the time when the present 
Government took office has grown 
greatly since, and it is high time now to 
do something to reduce our confused 
educational system to something like 
harmony. In 1896 the Government 
proposed, as a means of introducing 
harmony into our system, the creation 
of a local educational authority. Since 
that time the subject has been greatly 
discussed in the country, and public 
opinion has grown; and, though it is 
extremely dangerous to predicate agree- 
ment on any single point in connection 
with education, | think it may be said 
that on this one point there is now 
practical unanimity—that the solution 
of our difficulty is not to be sought in any 
attempt to draw a line between primary 
and secondary education, but must be 
sought in the establishment of one local 
authority which shall be able to form a 
plan for the general public education of 
its district suitable to the circumstances 
of its population, and which shall exercise 
such jurisdiction over all the schools 
within its area as will enable it to pretent 
over-lapping, to prevent mischievous 
competition between one public school 
and another, and to secure a supply of all 
kinds of publie instruction which the 
wants of the people require. Lam afraid 
that when we have arrived at a unani- 
mous agreement upon that 
unanimity exists no further ; because 
when you come to discuss what particular 
body thatauthority is to be, we find a very 
great variety of opinion and a very great 
amount of controversy. 

Practically the choice lies between the 
school boards, modified and altered in 
certain directions, and county and 
county-borough councils and urban dis- 
trict councils, of which [ shall have more 


to say hereafter. Now, the choice 
between the school board and the 
county council is one not to be deter- 


mined by sentiment. 
school boards into educational authori- 
ties merely to reward them for the 
excellent work they have been doing for 
the last thirty years. You must con- 


Sir J. Gorst, 
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point, | 


You cannot erect | 


Bill. 


sider which body can be most easily 
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_ erected into an authority and which body 
| will best serve the purpose when it is so 


established. I will just recall the objec- 


| tions there are to the choice of the school 


board. In the first place, it does not 
cover the whole area. It covers only 
about two-thirds of the population of 
England and Wales, and the other third 
is without a school board. Therefore, 
the first thing you would have to do 
would be to make school boards uni- 
versal. The House may see, perhaps, 
from past controversies, what a very 
arduous undertaking it would be to make 
‘school boards universal. Besides that, 
the areas would have to be altered. That 
is admitted by the strongest partisans of 
the school board system. A small parish 
area is not suited to anything but 
elementary education, even if it is suited 
to that ; and nobody is quite agreed as to 
what other area should be taken. | 
believe the commonest suggestion is 
that the area should be made con- 
terminous with the area of rural district 
councils ; but anybody who has _ had 
experience of the sort of way in which 
boards of guardians exercise the powers 
of attendance committees, which is the 
only power connected with education 
they have, can conceive what an ex- 
tremely bad educational authority the 
rural district council would be. The 
third objection, and a very practical one, 
is that you would have to take away 
from the county council, who are a most 
popular body, elected by the same kind 


of suffrage whieh clects Members. of 
Parliament, the powers and _ funds 


which they have been administering 
during the last ten years. It is not 
as though you were going to absorb 
county councils altogether; and, as 
a matter of practical politics, I think 
it is impossible to take away from a 
popular body, unless you absorb and 
suppress it altogether, powers and funds 
which it possesses and which it has for 
some time administered. In all these 
points, though there is difficulty, there 
is less difficulty in the case of county 


councils. In the first place, they are 
universal. They cover the whole 
‘country. Then, their areas, though 


perhaps not ideally the best educa- 
tional areas that could be chosen, are 
fair areas, and there is no reason to fear, 
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from our experience of the working 
of the Technical Instruction Acts, that 
all education could not be reasonably 
worked in the area of the county council. 
If they are to absorb all educational 
powers, it is quite true that existing 
school boards would lose the powers 
and funds which they have for the 
last thirty years administered so well. 
But there it is a case of absorption ; you 
transfer its powers and its duties to 
another authority, and the old autho- 
rity is absorbed. 

I think, therefore, the House will 
see that as a practical measure it 
will be very much easier to erect 
the county council into the universal 
and general educational authority 
than the school board. But I do not 
think we should wish necessarily to do 
that if when the operation was com- 
pleted we found that we had got the 
wrong and less advantageous — body. 
Now, is that so? ‘Those bodies which 
are elected for special purposes, bodies 
elected ad hoc, are really a survival of 
an ancient form of local government 
which has been generally discredited 
and abandoned. They were very com- 
mon in former days, but they have 
very great defects. The first defect is 
that the existence of such a body, with 
separate functions and separate rating 
powers, is an absolute obstacle to any- 
thing like proper local self-government. 
Local self-government must rest upon 
the entire control of local finance, and 
when you have bodies with independent 
rating powers, carrying on independent 
functions, it is quite impossible for your 
popular local body, like the council of 
the borough or the council of the county, 
to have that control over local finance 
which is absolutely necessary to make 
a strong and successful instrument of 
local self-government. There is another 
objection which I have not seen men- 
tioned, but which I think is worth con- 
sideration, to bodies which are elected 
for a special purpose—and that is that 
being elected by the ratepayers for a 
special duty they consider it naturally 
incumbent upon them to keep the whole 


of the powers which are entrusted to, 
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| has been created. 


‘for the education 
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| public, they must do it themselves and 
cannot do it through the instrumen- 
tality of somebody else. The body 
elected for the express purpose of educa- 
tion is not contented with controlling 
the schools, but it generally refuses to 
delegate and tries to manage every- 
thing in its own hands. I am told 
that the London School Board is a 
remarkable instance of the extent to 
which a great central body, controlling 
a population nearly as great as that 
of Switzerland, exercises every particular 
of administration itself, I believe even 
down to the appointment of house- 
maids to clean the schools. 


*Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) : 
No, no. We have as many as 2,000 
local managers. 


Sir J. GORST: I did not say it 
was so; I said I was toldso. They have 
local managers, but even those local 
managers are practically deprived of all 
power and discretion of their own, and 
the whole machine, admirably conducted 
as it is, is conducted entirely from one 
office. And so it comes about that 
these ad hoc bodies come at last to care 
a great deal more for the machinery 
and the machine which they direct than 
they do for the purpose for which it 
| Hon. MEMBERS on the 
Opposition Benches: No.] I must say 
that | have seen on many recent occasions 
that there is a great deal more zeal 
in certain quarters for the maintenance 
of the school board system than there is 
of the children for 
which that system was brought into 
existence. [Cries of ‘No, no!” from 
the Opposition Benches.| | have known 
many cases where improvements con- 
ceived in the interests of the children, 
and designed for improving their educa- 
tion, have been opposed and thwarted 
because they were supposed to be damag- 
ing to the system, which at all hazards 
must be maintained. No doubt this is 
a matter which will be discussed very 
much. I have stated the reasons which 
have induced the Government to select 
the county council as the basis of the 
educational authority of the country 


them entirely in their own hands. They/ rather than a modified and altered 
are generally opposed to the principle! school board. But that is no doubt 


of delegation. They think that, being | 
elected to do a certain work for the! 


a subject which can be discussed when. 
the time comes. 
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Now it is proposed to make every council 
of every county and of every county 
borough, acting by means of a statutory 
committee chosen under the provisions of | 
this Bill, the education authority, with | 


certain reservations relating to non- | 
county boroughs and councils of urban 
districts, which I will explain later on. 
It is proposed that the constitution of 
this committee shall be appointed by 
scheme and not in the Bill. In selecting | 
a scheme as the mode of appointment, | 
the object of the Government and of the | 
Board of Education is elasticity. We do | 
not propose a scheme with a view ot 
imposing on every part of the country a | 
scheme which is to be prepared at White- 
hall and issued from there ; but we really 
wish the county councils themselves to 
take the initiative and propose schemes | 
for the appointment of their Education 
Committee which may be suitable to the 
particular circumstances of the county. 
We are of opinion that no one scheme 
could be invented, either by the Board of 
Education or by that much wiser body 
the Parliament of the country, which 
would fit every place, and therefore it 
is much better to let places propose their 
own committees ; and, though these pro- 
posals are to be referred to and approved 
by the Board of Education, that is not 
with the idea of altering them or imposing 
the ideas of the Board of Education on 
the locality, but in order that the Board 
may act as a kind of conciliator, to see 
that all interests are consulted, that all 
the people of the place have their views | 
considered, and that a final scheme is 
arrived at so as at all events to please, as 
many of the inhabitants of the county 
or county borough as possible. The | 
schemes are to be published before they 
are approved by the Board of Education, 
and there is power, if necessary, to hold a 
local inquiry, so that every opportunity 
will be given for publicity before the 
scheme is adopted. Every opportunity 
is also given for interests which may have 
their views upon the kind of committee 
that ought to be appointed to make 
their representations and to have their 
representations properly considered. In 
un extreme case, which I hope may never 
arise, the Board of Education is entrusted 
with the duty of itself making a scheme— | 
that is, if it prove quite hopeless to | 
bring the parties to agreement. Then | 
Sir J. Gorst. 
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the Board of Education may make the 
scheme ; but that scheme is to be laid 
before Parliament, and not to take effect 
until Parliament has approved of it. 
Therefore Parliament will be the ultimate 


decider, the ultimate arbitrator, in all 


cases, if such eases should arise, where 
the county or county borough cannot 
themselves deal with the matter har- 
moniously. 

Mr. ASQUITH (Fifeshire, E.): Does 
the scheme relate only to the composition 


| of the committee ? 


Sirk J. GORST: The scheme only 
relates to the constitution of the com- 
mittee. 


Mr. ASQUITH : Not to its powers ! 
Sir J. GORST : Not to its powers. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S8.): Are all 


schemes to be laid before Parliament ? 


Sir J. GORST: No, only those 
which the Board of Education itself 
frames, because we think that, if all the 
people of a county or county borough are 
agreed upon the kind of committee they 
ought to have, Parliament need not 
trouble itself with their local affairs. In 
extreme cases Parliament is to be the 
arbitrator. In the Bill there are given to 
county councils the largest possible 
powers of combination, and these powers 
of combination, I earnestly hope, will be 
very freely used. It is not only small 
counties which may combine together 
and form one education area, which will 
be very much better, very much more 
effective, than a number of separate 
counties, but we hope to see some of the 


‘county boroughs throwing in their lot 


with the county. Such a thing would 
be advantageous, not only to the county, 
the natural centre of which is the county 
borough, but also the borough itself, 
because, instead of having its own small 
area in which to act, it would probably 
have a large district of the county for 
which it would be the natural metropolis, 
and the children of which would frequent 
its higher and secondary schools. We 
also give the most absolute power ol 
separation, and I hope this power of 
separation will be sparingly used. But 
it would be quite possible for a county to 
excise any of the non-county boroughs 
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which, from their geographical position 
or from their character, ought to be 
separate educational areas of their own. 
I hope that that power will be very 
sparingly used, because such an isolation 


of a population of 40,000 or 50,000 is, | 


as [ said before, bad for the county ; it 
takes away from the county the place in 
which its schools would be naturally 
placed, and it is bad for the borough, 
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hull. 


member on the nomination of Owens 
College. 


*Mr. CORRIE GRANT (Warwick- 
shire, Rugby): Will the Bill deal with 
the question of whether women are to be 
entitled to sit on these bodies? Also, will 
the teachers’ organisations have repre- 


978 


| sentation 2 


because it shuts it up in its own small | 


isolation instead of making it what it 
ought to be —the centre for the sur- 
rounding districts. This education com- 
mittee will have no power of rating. It 
will merely spend the sums which are 
placed at its disposal by the county 
council. 
left with the county council. 


*Mr. MATHER (Lancashire, 
dale): Before the right hon. Gentleman 
proceeds further with this part of the 
subject, will he kindly say whether the 


tossen- 


Sir J. GORST: The last will be entirely 
a matter of scheme. But with regard 


/to women, with great reluctance I have 


put into the Bill ‘male or female.” It 
was with great reluctance, for if it were 
not put into the Bill women would be 
eligible. By putting it in in one place 


| one runs terrible risks—though | do not 


The whole financial control is 


education committee to be constituted | 


will be composed solely of members of the 
county council, or will there be delegated 
members from educational institutions 
and other bodies ? 


Sirk J. GORST: I am very much 
obliged to the hon. Member for reminding 
me. There are only two things in the 


Bill which are prescribed by Parliament. | 


The first is that the majority of the 
education committee should consist of 
members of the council, or, in the case of 
a non-county borough, if the non-county 
borough was excised from the county, 
the majority of the committee would be 
members either of the council of the 
county or the council of the excised 
borough. The other provision is that 
in every case there shall be—it is not 
left to option—other members on the 
education committee not members of the 
county council. The number of these 
and the mode in which they are to be 
appointed will all be matters for the 
scheme, and they are not in any way 
included in this Bill. 


Sir JOHN BRUNNER (Cheshire, 
Northwich) : Is there any other form of 
ex officio representation ? 


Sir J. GORST: These will be all 
matters of scheme. Take Manchester. 
Probably the scheme for Manchester 
would involve the appointment of a 


| 





know that there is any such place in 
this Bill—of specifying women in one 
place and excluding them in some other 
where you do not intend todoso. Asthe 
Bill stands it is ‘‘ male or female.” 

Now I come to the funds. The first 
money which the county council will 
place at the disposal of this committee 
will be the local taxation money. The 
local taxation money will be applicable 
to purposes of education of every kind, 
subject to certain reservations, which | 
will mention in a moment. The appro- 
priation is extended ; it is not technical 
education alone, but it is education 
generally to which the technical instruc- 
tion money may be applied; and the 
county may allocate to the committee 
such part as it thinks fit of the local 
taxation money for the committee to 
spend ; and in that way this new educa- 
tion committee will become the successor 
of the existing Technical Instruction 
Committee, and will no doubt carry on 
their work. The county council will 
apply this money or not as it wishes, and 
we do not propose to alter the existing 
law in that respect. The county council 
will also have the power of levying a rate 
which is at present restricted in the Bill 
to the amount of 2d. They will levy 
this rate either on the whole county or 
upon any part of the county for which 
it may be desirable to make the provision, 
and these sums—the local taxation 
money and the produce of the rate 
which the county may think fit to levy— 
will be the funds at the disposal of this_ 
education committee. 


An Hon. Memper: What about the 
school board rate ? 
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Sir J. GORST: The school board | and there will be no restraint in future 
rate is not in any way touched by this| upon county councils spending their 
Bill. | money in that way. There is another 

- Siiaiie - ahe , | way in which money is spent, and that 
pone cer si bag the right hon. | jg in getting the children to school. 
ee School boards have no power to do that, 
sir J. GORST: If the hon. Member | But there areJmany country places where 
will wait until I have finished, he will see | the best way of getting the children to 
that I do not propose to intefere in any school is to send a wagon round, and 
way with the present position, the present | money is actuaily so spent at the present 
rating powers of school boards. The Bill | moment—technical instruction money, 
gives no directions whatever as to the/ There is no objection, I never heard of 
objects upon which the education com- any auditor objecting, and I should be 
mittee is to spend the money provided | very sorry if this Bill should in any way 
by this Act. It is for education gener- | interfere with so laudable an expenditure. 
ally, for the promotion of education in | Not only are they not to maintain public 
the most general manner possible, more | ¢lementary schools, but they are not to 
general even than under the Technical | maintain poor law schools, or reforma- 
Instruction Act. The country has now | tory or industrial schools ; and they are 
had a great deal of experience in the best not to make more grants to, or to main- 
modes of spending this money ; at first | tain or establish, schools which are con- 
there may have been waste, but now | ducted for private profit. That will not 
the money is so extremely well spent | Prevent scholarships being given to 
in most of the counties that it is thought | Schools conducted for private profit ; it 
better to leave it entirely to the dis- only forbids any of this money being given 
cretion of the local authority to spend to such schools in the shape of grants in 
the money in the way it thinks fit than id or establishment expenses. 
to attempt to prescribe how and on what! Now I come toa rather vexed question 
particular objects it is to be spent. in these education Bills, that is the ques- 

Sim H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN | tion of a conscience clause. I have 
(Stirling Burghs): The right hon. always said in this House and outside 
Gentleman has excited a little confusion | that there is very little importance in the 


in the minds of some of us. I think a | C°M8cience clause in the case of secondary 
| schools, because the real control over the 
| kind of religious instruction given in 
schools higher than elementary schools 
is with the parent ; it is the wishes of the 
parents that are carried out,and the school 
authorities are bound to, and do, comply 
with them. Every hon. Member will pro- 
bably recollect in his younger days a 
school where there have been boys of 
different religious creeds to his own, and 
he will remember how very tenderly the 
rights of conscience were always re- 
garded at such schools. But, really 
more to satisfy Parliament, perhaps, 
than to satisfy any necessity of the case, 
it is proposed that the following condi- 
tions should be imposed upon all schools 
which are aided, established, or main- 
tained out of this money. First of all, 
there is to be no condition made, as a con- 
dition of making a grant, that any parti- 
cular kind of religion is or is not taught 


simple question would clear it. 
money be applied to elementary edu- 
eation ? 


Sire J. GORST: If the right hon. 
Gentleman had waited two minutes, | 
was Just going to say that although the 
Bill contains no provision as to the 
objects for which this money is to be 
spent, it does contain provisions as to the 
objects for which it is not to be spent. 
The first is that it is not to be spent in 
making grants towards establishing or 
maintaining public elementary schools. 
It will be quite wrong to say 
that none of it can be spent in refer- 
ence to elementary education, because 


a great deal of the technical in- 
struction money is now so_ spent. 


For example, the Technical Instruction 
Committee of the county of London—one 
of the best technical instruction bodies 


Can this 


we have—have spent a great deal of their in a school; and, secondly, the parents 
money in giving scholarships at schools | of every scholar are to have the power to 
conducted by the London School Board, | withdraw him or her from any religious 
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observance or religious instruction, and | 
the hours of religious teaching and 

religious observance are to be so arranged 

as to make that withdrawal as convenient | 
as possible. It is a very simple conscience 

clause, and I hope it will satisfy the House | 
of Commons. [| am sure it will be quite 

enough to secure perfect religious liberty | 
in all these schools. 

I pass now to a very difficult question, 
to which I ask the attention of the House, 
that is the position of non-county borough 
and urban district councils. Now these | 
are already education authorities for the | 
purpose of technical instruction. It is. 
rather a curious provision which was 
made in the original Technical Instruc- 
tion Act, that in every non-county 
borough and urban district there are 
practically two education authorities— 
there is the county at large, which has 
jurisdiction over the non-county borough 
or urban district, and there is besides that 
the council of the non-county borough 
and the council of the urban district, and 
there is nothing in the Act to prevent 
rival schools being set up in every non- | 


county borough and every urban district, | 
one run by the county and the other by 
the borough, which might compete with 
one another in the same manner in which 
we see schools competing in some of the | 
larger boroughs. These councils have | 
already got rating powers, and can levy a 
ld. rate on the top of the county rate 
quite independently of the county, and 
they can spend that 1d. rate in technical 
instruction, which, as the House knows, 
has a very wide and loose definition. As 
long as they confine themselves to tech- 
nical instruction they can establish prac- 
tically what schools they like within the 
borough or urban district entirely inde- 


{7 May 1901} 


| bag. 


| the Technical Instruction Act. 





Bill. 
Sr JOHN BRUNNER: This is a 
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very important matter. The right hon. 
Gentleman has already mentioned a 2d. 
rate ; is this in addition ; will there be a 
total of 3d. ! 


Sir J. GORST: The hon. Gentleman 
is very anxious to get that cat out of the 
g. I am going to propose that they 
are still to have the power of laying a 1d. 
rate, but I have not come to that yet. I 
was going first of all to tell the House to 
what extent this power has been used. 
Taking England alone, none of the 
counties have ever exercised this power 
of laying a general county rate under 
But in 
the case of the county boroughs, twenty 
out of sixty-one have levied some portion 
of this possible rate—not the whole of it. 
Out of 217 non-county boroughs, as many 
as eighty-five have laid a rate under the 
Act, and of the urban districts 181 out of 
768 have laid a rate under the Act. 
These rates have been applied to the 
establishment of technical schools in 
some of the urban districts in Lancashire; 


| they are very excellent technical schools, 


and it is quite impossible now to take 
the power of laying the rate out of the 
hands of these authorities. You cannot 
help allowing these bodies still to continue 
to levy a penny rate which they have had 
the power to levy, and which so many 
have been actually levying under the 
Technical Instruction Act. But besides 
the impossibility of doing away with this 
anomaly, | do not think it is very desir- 
able that it should be done away with, 
because it gives the opportunity to the 
county council of bringing into force 
an expedient which must be very largely 
used if ever a really thorough educational 


system is to be established under the 
county council, and that is a great deal 
of delegation of management. It would 
be quite impossible for the counties 
to manage every school which they 
establish and aid themselves ; they must 

Sik J.GORST: It has not made any- | delegate their authority to the local 
thing yet, but it did make a total of 2d.| managers. You want a unity of control 
There is this curious anomaly as the law _ in order toprevent waste and overlapping, 
sat present, that whereas in the county | and it is unity of control in the county 
you can only have a penny rate, and in body which we wish sedulously to main- 
the county borough only a penny, in all tain. But at the same time we want a 
these non-county boroughs and urban | diffusion of management in order to 
districts you can have a 2d. instruction | secure variety, and to prevent that 


pendent of the county. 


Sik JOHN BRUNNER: 


make a total of 3d. 2 


Does that 








tate, Id. levied by the county and 1d, by | hideous uniformity which is a great 
the urban district. | drawback to a State-supported system. 
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It is therefore proposed that the council 
of any non-county borough or any 
urban district which desires to become 
manager of the schools within its area, 
and which testifies to the sincerity of its 
desire by levying a rate, shall be entitled 
to become of right the sole agent for the 
county education committee for the 
control and management of all schools 
that are aided or established within its 
limits. So that there will be unity of 
management ; there will be no possi- 
bility of the county and the non-county 
borough or urban district having rival 
schools in the district. It will be a 
subject of agreement between the council 
of the borough or urban district and the 
county # council—they will determine 
the conditions or terms upon which this 
money shall be spent, and in which this 
management shall be delegated to the 
borough or urban district. The right of 
the Board of Education to intervene in 
the event of a disagreement is specified 
in the Bill in this case, just as before, 
to enable the Board to act as intermediary 
and conciliator. That is not with-the 
idea that the Board of Education will 
interfere with the wishes of the local 
authorities. It is hoped that the council 
of the non-county borough or urban 
district will become a very important 
agent of the county in the work of 
secondary education; that they will 
have not only their own money to spend, 
but contributions from the county aswell; 
that they will become not merely the 
managers of schools for the youth of 
their district, but also centres for sur- 
rounding parts of the county, and that 
they will carry on on behalf of the county 
council schools which will serve a very 
much greater district than their own 


area. The clause is rather an intricate 
one, and one which in my opinion 
will have to be carried a_ great 


deal further in the educational system 
ofthe country. But the general principle 
is this—preservation of county control 
so as to secure unity of purpose, that 
the schools fit into the general county 
system, and independence of the borough 
management so as to give them the right 
of being managers of all the schools 
which are planted within their own 
district. Of course, it would be greatly 
to the advantage both of the non-county 
borough’ or urban district¥and of the 
county that such agreement should be 
Str J. Gorst. 
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made, because the urban centre is the 
natural place in which the county would 
wish to place the schools, and the urban 
council would much prefer being man- 
agers of large schools serving a large 
section of the county than of one merely 
necessary for its own children. 

Now I come to the proposals which we 
make with regard to the Cockerton judg 
ment. The schools which the Cockerton 
judgment affects cannot be carried on 
unless some provision is made for them, 
The Board of Education, it should be 
understood, has nothing to do with 
the expenditure of the school board 
—that is regulated by law, and 
the Board of Education has no right 
whatever in 


to interfere in any way 
what the school board pays. The 
work of the school board is_ regu- 


lated by statute, and the board has to 
obey the statute, not the Board of Educa- 
tion. The enforcement of the statute 
does not rest with us in any way what- 
ever ; it rests with the public auditor of 
the Local Government Board, and if the 
school board differs from his ruling and 
judgment it can appeal to a court of law. 
The Board of Education does not inter- 
fere, nor has it the power to interfere in 
any wayinthe matter. As to the Cocker- 
ton judgment, the Board of Education 
had nothing to do with either the case, 
the judgment, or the prosecution of the 
appeal ; the only concern we had with 
the matter was to place the information 
in our archives at the disposal of all 
parties, and everybody had the informa- 
tion wanted so far as it was in the office, 
the Board remaining quite neutral. 
Now, with regard to the schools affected, 
I should regret if they were destroyed. 
Not that I in any way subscribe to the 
extravagant laudation which some per- 


sons have bestowed upon them. As 
regards the day schools, some are ex: 


tremely good and others are not so good, 
and in some places children are kept in 
attendance at these schools when it would 
be very much better for them if they 
were sent to a secondary school, where 
they would get more instruction. In 
the evening schools there is a good deal 
to be desired. Once I went to an evening 
school and found the young people en- 
gaged in a ball, and I am bound to say 
their behaviour was as decorous as, pel 
haps more decorous than, I have ever 
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at any ball I ever attended. 
Now, of course, | have no objection 
to young people enjoying them- 
selves by dancing, but I could not. help 
feeling that it was not the thing that at 
the same time they should be actually 
earning grants from the Exchequer. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: I only wish to 
say that on the occasion to which the 
right hon. Gentleman refers the atten- 
dances were not counted for the grant, 
and the teachers were not paid for their 
attendance. 


sir J. GORST: Oh, I beg pardon. I 
made very careful inquiry about this 
occasion. The performance was called 
“suitable physical exercise,” and the 
grant was earned. If the hon. Member 
makes inquiries he will find that I am 
perfectly correct in that statement. 
Some of these evening schools have been 
made so recreative that complaint has 
been made to me by benevolent ladies 
who have organised girls’ clubs,. not only 
that children havegone from polytechnics, 
drawn by the free education given in the 
evening schools, but that girls are drawn 
away from the clubs by the superior 
attractions of the evening schools. Now, 
with every desire to promote festivity 
among our young people, particularly 
in such a place as London, I do think 
that these are things that require seeing 
into; and I do not think that it will be 
the general opinion that rates or grants 
from the Consolidated Fund should be 
used for such purposes. But we do not 
wish that these schools should be des- 
troyed, or that they should be suddenly 
taken out of the hands of the people who 
have hitherto managed them—namely, 
the school boards. Certainly we do not 
wish to deprive them of their income, and 
so to cast them for maintenance upon 
other funds; but, at the same time, it 
would be absurd and foolish to allow 
such schools to continue to exist and over- 
lap other secondary schools carried on by 
technical instruction committees and 
other public authorities. They ought to 
form part of one harmonious scheme, 
presided over by the educational autho- 
rity, and a part of the regular organisa- 
tion of education in the country. We 
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found 


therefore propose that the new authority | 
may empower the school board to con- | 
tinue to carry on any school in existence, instruction schools in the country, 
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judgment would destroy, 
' conditions 


‘of disagreement 
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at the time of the passing of the Act 
the income of which the Cockerton 
under such 
as may be agreed upon 
between the new education authority 
and the school board, and in the event 
the conditions will 
be prescribed by the Board of Eduea- 
tion. Again the Board of Education 
comes in as conciliator and to help the 
parties to come to agreement. ‘The new 
authority may sanction the appropria- 
tion from the school fund of so much of 
that fund as they consider necessary to 
carry on the school. As this may have 
to be done before the new authorities are 
fully constituted, temporary power is 
given to county councils themselves to 
authorise these arrangements. Again 
I would ask Members to wait until they 
can see the Bill. I think that arrange- 
ment will secure the continuation of 
every school under such conditions as 
the local authority and the people of the 
place think desirable and necessary, aud 
at the same time it will not allow any of 
these schools to become a thorn in the 
side of the new educational authority. 
Now, as the whole of the provisions of the 
Technical Instruction Act are provided 
for in the Bill, we propose to repeal that 
Act altogether, there being no longer any 
use in its continuance. The authority 
established by the Bill will have all the 
powers that Act conferred. I ought to 
have mentioned that the borrowing 
powers are practically the same as those 
under the Technical Instruction Act, 
and every necessary provision for techni- 
cal instruction has been included in the 
Bill. 

This, then, is the Bill which the 
Government will ask the House to pass. 
The House will observe that there is no 
step taken in the way of transferring the 
power of the existing elementary educa- 
tion authority—the school boards—to 
this new authority. That, if it is to be 


done, must be the subject of future 
legislation. But the first step towards 


the unity of authority, which everybody 
desires, must be the creation of an autho- 
rity of this kind, to which these powers 
can hereafter be transferred. I hope, if 
the House will establish that authority, 
that it will at once exercise an excellent 
effect on all the secondary and technical 


and 
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be the authority to which, if Parliament | is in regard to the cases covered by the 
hereafter see fit, all powers of the school | recent Cockerton judgment, which | 
boards may be transferred, so that one | suppose he will Say are not concerned 
single authority for educational purposes | with elementary education, and therefore 





may be established. 


Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN (Mont- 
gomeryshire): May I ask whether it is 


_ do not destroy the harmony which he has 

endeavoured to give to his measure, 
| Here I call up another proposition which 
the right hon. Gentleman has laid down, 


proposed to make any alteration in the | namely, that you can draw no sharp line 


Welsh intermediate system ? 


Sir J. GORST: [ would have entered 
into that, but I felt that I had kept the 
House an unconscionable time listening 
to me. In Wales it is intended to make 
the present authority into the educa- 
tional authority, subject to the power of 
the county councils to modify the scheme. 
That will be the initial scheme, and I 
believe it will nearly absorb the powers 
of a certain number of technical instruc- 
tion committees. That is practically 
the only effect on Wales. In every other 
respect, I believe, Wales will go on exactly 
as now. 


Mr. BRYCE: The right hon. Gentle- 
man is invariably lucid, and if I find that 
there are certain parts of this scheme 
which are not yet clear to my mind, I am 
quite sure that it is not due to any 
deficiency of his powers of expression, 
but rather to the fact that he has en- 
deavoured to compress within a limited 
period an exposition of what is nothing 
less than a gigantic scheme. It is a 
scheme which is not only gigantic, but 
also complex, because it is an endeavour 
to bring order out of what is rightly 
described as chaos, and it is necessary to 
understand that chaos, and all the 
elements of which it is composed, before 


one can understand what the working | 


of this scheme will be. Bearing in mind 
the very short time which the House has 
in which to discuss this Bill before the 
arrival of the hour for the suspension 
of our debate, I shall confine myself to a 
very few remarks indeed. 

There is one point which has been 
left comparatively dark to my mind, and 
that is as to what the relations will be 
of this scheme to elementary education. 
The right hon. Gentleman has told us 
that it is not intended to affect the school 
board, and on following out his points in 
detail it appears to me that the only place 
in which it is clear from his statement 


| between elementary and secondary educa- 
tion. Therefore, two things follow. In 
the first place, that the Bill, in so far as 
it deals with the work done by the school 
boards, does affect in a most important 
and material way what has been elemen- 
| tary education—elementary, at any rate, 
| as regards the authorities that have con- 
| ducted it ; and, secondly, that the right 
hon. Gentleman has not effected or 
| attained by this Bill what he laid down 
'as being one of the things most 
to be desired, namely, unity of 
educational control. The Bill does not 
do that, but the right hon. Gentleman 
will say that it carries us a certain step 
towards it. But is it worth while to try 
_to do the thing by two steps, and compli- 
cate the question still further, instead of 
| endeavouring, if you are going to bring 
‘about unity, to bring it about by one 
large and comprehensive measure? Of 
| course, we are all agreed that some Bill 
must be passed this session. It is quite 
clear, after the pistol which the Liverpool 
School Board have put to the head of the 
Education Department, that schools 
affected by the Cockerton case must be 
‘dealt with, and therefore the House is 
|absolutely bound to pass some Bill this 
session. But will the Government find 
the time necessary for the enormous 
scheme which they have sketched out 
‘fer adjusting the relations of these 
| existing authorities, or of persuading the 
|school boards to submit, if not to 
extinction, at any rate to subordination, 
and to having a great deal of the inde- 
| pendent power which they have hitherto 
exercised taken out of their hands! 
That is a question which, although it is 
| primarily a question for the Government, 
must, | think, suggest itself to every 
| Member of the House. Is it worth while 
| to attempt a scheme of this kind unless 
you are sure to be able to carry it out ! 
‘There is no indisposition on our part to 
| pass a comprehensive measure. I merely 


that elementary education will be affected | throw this out as a matter tor the con- 


su J. Gorst. 
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sideration of the Government—whether ' 
they will find the time necessary for so 
great a task. 


The right hon. Gentleman seems to | 
think that school boards will be 
villing to be absorbed, and he held out 
to them the prospects of a_ peaceful 
\irvana. The Nirvana is a great nega- 
tive conception, and nobody feels any 
antagonism to such a negative concession 
as that. But it is to me a very doubtful 
juestion indeed whether the school 
boards, which are to be kept in existence, 
and allowed to continue their work, but 
which are to be subordinated to these | 
new authorities for the purpose of the 
work on the confines of elementary or 
econdary education—which, on the 
whole, despite the criticisms of the right | 
hon. Gentleman, they have discharged | 
with surprising energy, zeal, and success 
—will readily acquiesce to be * cabined | 
and confined ” in that work by the action | 
of another authority which has had no 
experience in this matter, and has not 
acquired the knowledge which the school 
boards have acquired. I should think 
the school boards would have a great 
desl to say before they submit either to 
ultimate extinetion or to that subordina- 
tion which is proposed by the present 
measure. | feel there are great difficul- 
ties in allowing the work which has been 
done in the continuation schools and in 
the higher grade elementary schools to 
he handed over at once to this new and 
untried body. You want for that work 
ahody which has educational momentum 
ind foree behind it—a greater educa- 
tional momentum and force than I fear 
will be found in the committee which 
the right hon. Gentleman proposes. 
You want also an authority which will 
ve fair play between the different kinds | 
of schools. Here you propose to put 
over the school boards who are con- | 
ducting this elementary work—this work | 
of higher grade and continuation schools 
which they have hitherto done—a new 
authority which will have schools of its 
This new authority will have its 
own secondary schools, it will be con- 
cerned in the welfare of those secondary 
schools, and naturally following out that | 
very principle of what may be called the | 
levying power, upon which the right hon. | 
Gentleman dwelt in his speech, it will be | 
disposed to favour those schools at all 
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expense of any other. Will this new 
authority be sure to give fair play to the 
schools managed by the school boards ? 
The Commission to which the right hon. 
Gentleman referred saw that difficulty, 
and proposed to meet it by appointing 
a secondary education authority upon 
which the school boards were to be 
represented. The right hon. Gentleman 
ignores the school boards altogether, 
and I feel very doubtful as to whether the 
new authority which he proposes will 


‘not import a new element of friction, 


which it will take all the good offices of the 
Board of Education to allay, and which 
will seriously interfere with the whole- 
some working of the higher grade and 
continuation schools. 

Of course, in the time at my dis- 
posal I can only glance at a very 
few of the many points upon which | 
should like to touch. The right hon. 
Gentleman laid down many principles 


| with which most of us would be in 


accord. But the excellence of a principle 
lies very largely in its application, and 
until we see how the right hon. Gentle- 
man proposes to apply these admirable 
principles in detail in the Bill I do not 
think we ought to commit ourselves to 
any definite expression of opinion upon 
the measure. We can say, however, 
that we desire unity ; we can say that 
we desire the maintenance of the higher 
grade and continuation schools ; we can 
say that we desire to see no hard-and-fast 
line drawn between elementary and 
secondary education ; and we can also 
agree with the right hon. Gentleman in 
feeling that if you do create the county 
committees, you cannot have the same 
scheme for all counties and for all 
boroughs. I am, therefore, entirely 
with him in that, but when he proposes 
to leave that matter entirely to the Board 
of Education and the localities con- 
cerned, he is suggesting a scheme of local 
option bolder and larger than any that 
has ever been presented to this House, 
and [am not sure that Parliament ought 
so far to abrogate its functions. 1 think 
the Bill ought to contain an indication 
of the lines upon which these committees 
should be framed, and, as at present 
advised, I am inclined to think also that 
every scheme ought to be submitted to 
Parliament, and submitted in a way and 
at a time which would give Parliament 
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a proper opportunity for forming an, again put to the Government the fact 
opinion upon the scheme—by which I | that, unless they extend the period for 4 
mean that it ought not to be brought long time during which the schools pa 
forward after midnight. But it does not | to be carried on, they will have a breach 
follow from that that every scheme | of continuity, which is almost certain to 
should be debated here. It is quite clear interfere with the proper working of the 
that two or three discussions upon schools; they will set up another autho- 
typical schemes would be enough for the rity, which is very likely to have schools 
purpose. 1 am not prepared to assent of its own, and possibly to deal with these 
to the proposition that the matter should existing schools in a way whieh will not 
be left entirely, as the Government inspire confidence. That appears to me 
apparently suggest, to be settled by the to be a very serious difficulty. Another 
local authorities and the Board of Educa-| point which will require careful con. 
tion. Among other points upon which | sideration is the repeal of the Technical 
we shall desire further information are | Instruction Act. [I am not prepared to 
the proposals which the Government | assent to so large a step as that unless 
make with regard to religious instruc- | we are sure that all the valuable provi- 
tion. In particular I would now ask the | sions of that Act, under which good work 
right hon. Gentleman whether under | has been done, will be retained. I assume 
this Bill any money can be given by the | that the attention of the Government 
proposed new local authority in respect | has been carefully given to that matter, 
of religious instruction, or will any | but still it is somewhat a large demand 
payments be made to schools which are | to make. 

professedly denominational and under | Upon the general aspect of the whole 
denominational government. I also! matter, so faras I may presume to repre- 
want some further light in regard to the | gent what I believe to be the feeling of 
position in which these proposals would | Members on this side of the House, I will 
place private and proprietary schools. | only venture to say twothings. We desire 
Will they be susceptible of receiving | to ‘see unity of management and of 
grants, or will the only advantage be | administration, but we desire to see it 
that of allowing pupils to remain at them | effected in such a way as shall not destroy 
who are receiving grants? Further, I | any of the securities for energy in educa- 
desire to know whether any money can tional administration which we have 
be applied in any way to voluntary | hitherto had. When | remember how 
schools. The right shon. {Gentleman | well the school board system has worked 
spoke of their exclusion from the benefits jy Seotland. the efficient work which 
of any fund to be applied under this Act | has been done there, how little jealousy 
to public elementary schools ; did he | there has been between the school boards 
intend to indude voluntary schools | and the local authorities—in fact, the 


? iach é ‘ J 
under that ? only difficulties which have ever arisen 
have been over a question of the appli- 

‘ 1 TS ac j . . : 
Sir J. GORST: Yes. p /cation of money coming under recent 


'grants—I think the right hon. Gentle- 

Mr. BRYCE: May we take it then | man greatly overstated the objections 
that the only point upon which any | to having an ad hoc authority for the 
question about denominational manage- | purposes of education, and that if he 
ment can arise is in that part dealt with | will extend his investigation to other 
bv the conscience clause ? If that is the countries, and scrutinise the experience 
case, it somewhat narrows the field of | of a country which has done so much 
discussion, though, of course, when the in the way of local government as the 
clause appears it will be our duty to ex- | United States, he will find that the exist- 
amine it carefully. I have already stated | ence of an ad hoc body has in most cases 
some of the difficulties which occur to | been found to be a better security for 
me in regard to the case of schools | energetic and vigorous administration, 
governed by the Cockerton decision. | for bringing public opinion to bear upon 
I agree that they ought to be carried on, | that administration, for procuring men 
and that they ought to be carried on | who are especially interested in education 
by the existing authorities. But I will) to work upon that body, and generally, 


Mr. Bryce. 
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Bill. 


than giving an educational seal to | but, so far as | have been able to under- 


a local authority. It the Government 
will prosecute this or any other measure | 


with a sole regardto educational efficiency, | 


and will carefully abstain from anything | 
which can arouse that poison of sectarian 
controversy which has done so much to 


retard the progress of elementary educa-| 
tion, I am sure that their proposals will | 


have a perfectly fair, although a careful, 
consideration on this side of the House, 


stand his statement, I doubt very much 
whether that is the case. It is true 
we have most bewildering difficulties 
with the local authorities to-day. We 
have the great school boards first of 
all. The great bulk of these are very 
efficient, whatever the right hon. Gentle- 


man may say to the contrary. Then 
|we have thousands of small village 


and that we shall all bend our minds to | 
endeavouring to pass a measure which | 


will remove the anomalous absurdities 
and waste which at present belong to 
our educational system, and do more 
than that system, either on its elementary 
or its secondary side, at present does to 
fit our people to bear their part in the 
industrial struggles of the world. 


*Dr. MACNAMARA: I confess I am 
agreeably surprised that the Govern- 
ment have brought in their Bill so 
promptly, and I am very grateful to 
them for having done so. In so far as 
this Bill is directed towards more ade- 
quately equipping our people for the | 
struggles which are before them, | 
as far as I am concerned, I shall give 
it my most cordial support. When | 
the Government came into office in 
1895 they had two important educa- 
tional problems before them—that of 
unifying and consolidating the Central | 
Executive in the Board of Education, and | 
that of unifying and consolidating the 
local authorities within suitable areas | 
for educational purposes. 
to say with regard to the former task, | 
the Government have 
work admirably. The Board of Educa- 


tion Act of 1899 did create a central | the people, 


with 


is 


unified executive, an advisory 
committee, which admirable a 
body as can be conceived by any House 
of Parliament. With regard to the 
local authority, which the crucial 
point in this Bill, 
right hon. 


as 


Is 


performed the | and county 


I understood the | primary schools. 
Gentleman to suggest—and | right hon. 


school boards, the great bulk of which, 
I admit, are highly inefficient. Then 
we have thousands upon thousands of 


voluntary school managers, who are 
struggling to carry on schools in a 


starved condition, because of theanachron- 
ism of endeavouring to maintain educa- 
tion out of charity, with which I entirely 
disagree ; and the nwe have the technical 
instruction committees of the municipal 
councils, which for the last ten years 
have been doing admirable work with 
the loeal taxation fund, and in many 
cases with the rate they have raised 
under the Technical Instruction Aets. 
Although [ am a member of the London 
| School Board, I should like just to say 
that I disagree cordially with those 
people who so gratuitously sav that 
because men are elected to look, as they 
inelegantly expressed it, after drains 
and sewers, they are not competent to 
look after education. It is my experience 
(that the Technical Education Board 
ithe London County Council, and a 
good many others, have done most 
admirable work in regard to education. 
If l interpret the right hon. Gentleman 


I am bound | correctly, he would sweep all this hoteh- 


| potch away, and give us in each county 
bereits one paramount 
authority directly responsible to 
controlling all grades of 
education. But does he do that 2 
[ understand that his authority 
is to deal with technical and second- 
ary education in the first instance. 
L understand that he does not touch 
The scheme of the 
Gentleman breaks down then 


local 


I entirely agreed with him—that what | when you apply to it the touchstone of his 


we wanted is one authority, directly 


I do 


ideal in the matter of education. 


responsible to the people for all grades | | suggest that it is fatal to keep primary 


of education within its area. 


That | schools outside this scheme of control, 


was the statement with which the right | and if we mean, and I really think men 
hon. Gentleman commenced his speech, | of all parties do mean, that for all pur- 
and I was hoping we should learn that | poses of education the educational ladder 


that had been carried out in the Bill ; | 





should be a reality, and that there should 
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be proper educational facilities, the 


only way to secure that is by har-'! 


moniously developing one grade with 
another, so that the lad of parts may 
move along uninterruptedly, picking 
up the threads of his knowledge in| 
the new school where he dropped them | 
in the old. You cannot get that unless 


schools of all grades are under one local | 


authority, and, as far as I can see, the 
aren Bill does not give that. I should 

have been glad if the right hon. Gentle- | 
man had taken his courage in both hands | 
and given us a more comprehensive | 
scheme to secure what he desires and has | 


asked for frequently in this House—one | 


authority, comprehensive, and directly 
responsible to the people, and administer- | 


ing suitable areas over all grades of | 


schools. 
With regard to the finance of the Bill, 


I understand, first of all,thenewauthority | 


is to have what is inelegantly called the | 
whisky money ; it is to have the same | 
power as the Technical Instruction Com- 
mittees have with regard to the money. 
Even if you give them all the whisky | 
money, amounting to £867,000, already | 
£804,000 of that is spent on technical 
and secondary education, so that there | 
will only be £63,000 available for the | 
other educational purposes prescribed by 
the Bill. You do not go so far as the 
Duke of Devonshire’s Bill of last year, 
which did give them the whole of the 
money for educational purposes. I hope | 
the right hon. Gentleman will realise if | 
he is giving the whole he is giving only | 
£63,000 more than is being secured for | 
education at present. I am sorry that | 
there is no provision for more money | 
from the central Exchequer. You can- 
not do this thing without money. If 
this Bill breaks down at all it will break 
down on the financial side. There is no 
money in it. You go to the rates and 
you say you shall have the right to raise, 
not 1d. as at present, but to raise 2d. 
Already 284 local authorities in England 
are raising rates under the Technical 
Instruction Act, and out of a total of 
£2,600 the sum of £45,000 is raised in a 
score of big towns, Birmingham notably 
raising £9,000 already. Therefore, under | 
the rating side of it you are not getting | 
much more, and are not likely to| 
with the extraordinary new burdens | 
which are laid on the people, perhaps | 


Ln 


. Mue MeMNara, 





| education authority, and ask them to 


_furbished up under another name, to ask 


| spend the rates in the day schools for the 


| to me strange that this treatment should 





| necessarily, by the Government at the 
present juncture. Therefore, I look 
upon the finance of this Bill as en- 
tirely grotesque and ludicrous to carry 
out the scheme which the right hon. 
| Gentleman foreshadowed in regard to the 
administrative side of the measure. | 
| suppose the cupboard is now bare for 
educational purposes. I am sorry for 
| this, because our position depends upon 
sound finance, and sound finance depends 
upon good trade, and good trade depends 
on the equipment of the people, and 
unless we spend money on that we cannot 
expect them to be properly equipped. 

] would like to refer to the way in which 
this Bill affects the Cockerton judgment. 
The Cockerton judgment says, as I under- 
stand it, that we must not spend the 
school-board rates on higher grade educa- 

| tion in the day schools, or upon the in- 
struction of adults in the night schools. 
Now this Bill, as I gather, simply says 
‘to the school boards that the good w a 
|shall not be stopped. That work, as 

' think the right hon. Gentleman will agree 
| with me, is good work. But you say, 
“Go to the municipal council, the new 


make you their agents.” It is curious 
to find that at this juncture the 
right hon. Gentleman proposes in 
his Bill to send the school boards to the 
‘municipal authority, which is practically 
the Technical Instruction Committee 


them to give the boards the power to do 
this work, when the Scotch school boards 
have conferred upon them the right to 


instruction of children up to the age of 
eighteen in all sorts of advanced subjects, 
and to spend the rates in the night 
schools for pupils, irrespective of age, in 
such advanced subjects as dynamics, 

naval architecture, navigation, algebra, 
mensuration, and so on. It does seem 


be meted out to the great schools of 
England just at the moment when the 
Scotch school boards are having their 
powers so widely extended. The right 
hon. Gentleman says his Bill does not 
touch the school boards, but as a matter 
of fact it does touch them. He says that 
| he does not want to draw a line between 
the various grades of education, but he 
does propose to switch off all the higher 
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work of the school boards, and refer it to to the exceptional character of this session 
the new municipal authority. Heproposes | and the heavy work before the Govern- 
permanently, as I gather, to truncate the | ment at the present time, to give us this 
school boards. That is the position, as I | session just a short enabling measure to 
gather from the Bill. He says we can carry us over the next twelve months 
goand become the agents of the municipal | with regard to those practices which, 
council. That is to say,a thirty-year-old | although now ruled to be illegal, have 
authority, which has done such good | been encouraged by the right hon. Gentle- 
work in so many cases, is to go to a not | man and his predecessors in office. 
more than ten-year-old authority, which) giz J. GORST: I think the hon. 
was not elected at all for that purpose. | (Gentleman is mistaken. I never en- 
It is now to go to this authority, which 1s | couraged such expenditure. 
to be furbished up like the fee | *Ti. MACRTAMABA< T cannet\oontes- 
— eid iarragies ye sale dict the right hon. Gentleman, but 
instruction, which, after all, the rag ‘surely he has encouraged the school 
eye es eee into ©Y | boards to go on with this higher class 
statements of the right hon. Gentleman —" Yate : , err a 
: os Beis » | work. His speech on the 3rd of May last 
himself and by his predecessors in office,” ” “thy senate ences elas, Hea 
ight away from Mr. Mundella down- Ye2? 0”. the ugher elementary minute 
vin . was designed to encourage the work ot 


wards. the school boards, and, at any rate. 

There is only one other point I we have had from various Vice-Presidents 
want to make, and that is in regard all sorts of circulars to school boards 
to London. I do not know whether encouraging them to do this, and | 
London will receive special treat- think the right hon. Gentleman the 
ment, because London is, after all, not | Member for Dartford, in a speech which 
a great town, but a great province, he delivered in London recently, confessed 
and in all Acts of Parliament I know of that he was one of the villains of the 
ior educational purposes, including the piece, and that he himself had encouraged 
Education Act of 1870, the case of London | the school boards to go on with this work 
is treated exceptionally. Is it proposed | for years past. In the event of this great 
that you can in any way, either now or at revolutionary Bill not passing—this Bili 
some future time, take educationally the | which has so many good points in it—it 
500,000 children in 1,430 schools, with might very easily be made more com- 
10,000 certificated teachers, spending | prehensive, far-reaching, and more fitted 
£2,000,000 of rate money and £1,000,000 | to promote the interests of education ; 
of Exchequer grants, and hand them jf it does not get through in this excep- 
over to a statutory committee of the tional year it would be advisable, I repeat, 
Vounty Council? The thing would | in fact I would sayit is essential,to give us 
break down at once by its own weight. a little measure to enable the school 
What I think we want for London is just boards to go on with the work they are 
the sort of authority which the right hon. now doing, so that they may have their 
Gentleman started out with—an autho- anxiety relieved as to the legality of the 
ity directly responsible to the people, | practices which have now been ruled to 
lected for all educational purposes— he illegal. I only hope that in so far 
primary, secondary, technical, and so on. | as this Bill is directed to improve the 
It is quite impossible that you can hand | education of the people it may in that 
over the work of the London School | sense be put on the Statute-book, but if it 
Board to the Technical Education Com- should fail to reach that stage I shall 
mittee of the County Council, or | endeavour to impress on the Government 
whatever name you like to give it. This | not to leave the school boards without 
isa very big Bill, and I am very doubtful, | any possibility of securing powers before 
indeed, whether it will be possible to pass | next September, when they come to the 
it this session. I will give it all the sup-/ time for re-opening the night schools. 
port I can, but supposing it does not pass, | which will enable them to go forward 
we cannot be left in the present position | with the work, and to carry on practices 
with regard to the Cockerton judgment. | which have been fraught with so much 
I would suggest that, perhaps, after all, | good to the people of this country during 


it would have been wiser, having regard | many years in the past. 
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THE FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- | 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, | 
E.): I do not propose to add anything 
to what has been said by my right hon. 
friend and the hon. Members who have 
taken part in the discussion, but I would | 
remind the House that until this Bill is | 
read a first time it cannot be printed, and 
until it is printed it is really impossible 
for anybody to form an adequate judg- 
ment on it. I hope, therefore, hon. 
Gentlemen will remember that it is 
desirable that the First Reading should be 
taken before the close of the sitting. 

An Hon. Member: When will the Bill 
be distributed ? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: As soon as 
we can after we get the First Reading. 

*Sir RICHARD JEBB (Cambridge 
University): There are two points in the 


Education 


interesting statement of the right hon. | 


Gentleman the Vice-President on which 


public attention will especially be fixed. | 


The first is the very emphatic recognition 
of the fact that our aim should be to have 
a single local authority for both primary 
and secondary education. The other 
point is that nothing in the Bill in- 
capacitates the new authorities about to 
be set up, though their function is at 
present confined to secondary education, 
trom afterwards taking over the control 
of primary education also. I think there 
are good reasons why the Government 
should proceed as they have done, and 
confine the scope of this Bill to the 
bestowal of functions on local authorities 
with regard to secondary education. 
The hon. Member for the Camberwell 
Division and my right hon. friend the 
Member for South Aberdeen observed 
that this is a large and complex Bill, but 
it would have been much more complex 
if it had contained provisions for the 
transference of primary education also, 
and if difficulties are prognosticated 
on the ground that the measure is large 
and complex, how much greater these 
would have been if it had dealt with 
primary as well as secondary education. 
My right hon. friend the Member for 
South Aberdeen observed that it was 
proposed to hand over the control of 


secondary education to what he described | 


as bodies who were untried in that 
respect, meaning the county councils 
and the borough councils. 


Dr. Macnamara. 
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to gather experience. Surely that is a 
reason for proceeding as the Government 
have done. I have no doubt that this 
Bill, judging from the speech of the 
Vice-President, will receive a cordial 
welcome from all interested in what 
concerns national education. I was glad 
to hear in the statement of the Vice- 
President that before any scheme to 
constitute an educational committee 
is approved by the Board of Education, 
the scheme will be published, and a local 
inquiry may be held. That provision 
affords a guarantee that local criticism 
from all bodies qualified to give it will 
receive due attention. It may be assumed 
that on these educational committees 
will be found persons of some educational 
experience, fitted by their special know- 
ledge to take part in the future work of 
the local authorities. 1 earnestly hope 
that on such local authorities women 
will find a place. It is impossible to 
overrate the importance of having some 
women who are conversant with educa- 
tion on the local authorities of the 
future. 

We must all feel that more detailed 
criticism should be reserved for the 
Second Reading. In the meantime, | 
only wish to congratulate the Govern- 
ment on having, at last, introduced a 
Bill which will crown the work of the 
year before last, when a central authority 
for education was created, by establishing 
local authorities. I trust that the Bill 
will receive a dispassionate and benevo- 
lent consideration from the House in 
its future stages. 


Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.) 
said that there was a rule upstairs in 
regard to clauses in a Bill not being in 
accordance with the preamble, which 
they might apply in their criticisms on 
this Bill. The clauses were not in accord: 
ance with the preamble and the right 
hon. Gentleman’s speech. The Vice 
President began by offering the Hous 
‘the happy prospect that in each local 
area of any considerable size there woull 
be one central authority charged with the 
administration of all educational funds 
and all the schools in the locality. A Bil 
of that kind would have been welcomed. It 





on the Vote in Supply, Member atte 


1 | ¢ If they are| Member rose and urged the House t’ 
untried we are giving them a little time |make that particular provision. The! 


would be remembered that in the debate 
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said that the perennial difficulties of our 
educational system could not be removed 
by any measure short of that. He 
thought at first that the right hon. 
Gentleman was going to give the country 
that, for he talked most delightfully 
of the virtues of unification, and went 
on to point out how much easier it would 
be to unify under the county councils 
than under the school boards. But 
when the right hon. Gentleman came to 
speak of the clauses of his Bill he simply 
proposed to set up an authority which 
was the old Technical Education Com- 
mittee with a new name. 


There were two reasons for an 
Education Bill: one, the judgment 
of the courts of law in the Cocker- 
ton case; and the other, that all 
the Members of this House who cared 
about education—and he was glad to 
say that there were many hundreds— 
were desirous that there should be a 
new educational local authority with 
comprehensive powers. What did the 
Bill do, apart from a petty dealing with 
the difficult question of the Cockerton 
judgment ? All it did do was to set up 
again what existed at present under 
statutory forms in regard to technical 
education. No more resources were 


given to the central authority, and noth- | 


ing more was really done to decentralise 
than at present. The name alone was 
changed, and the trouble and bother was 
taken of re-creating what already existed. 
Where, then, was the unification and the 


comprehensiveness ? What was the new | 
'never to have been 


body to do in regard to the school boards? 
Were the school boards, which had 
evening continuation schools and higher 
grade schools, to go to the county council, 
or to the education committee of the 
county council, and say,‘* Will you give us 
leave to spend some of our school funds 
on higher-grade schools, which the school 
boards created under the sanction of 


Parliament, and which are responsible | 


to the Board of Education?” A more | 
inept proposal never was made. He 
knew the aim and object of the pro- 
posal. It was to meet a present diffi- 
culty. It was because the Government | 
thought that they had no chance this 
session of carrying a Government Bill, 
and therefore they had brought in a 


Bill, five-sixths of which was unneces-| he had only a question to ask. 
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ton judgment, instead of by this lame 
method. If the Government had 
brought in a short Suspensory Bill, 
affirming that, for a given date, it would 
be within the power of the school boards 
to go on maintaining the higher-grade 
schools and the evening continuation 
schools, it might have been possible 
to carry through that Bill, which would 
have done what this Bill did not do 
at all. He would examine this lame 
method of dealing with the Cockerton 
judgment. The schools were about to 
close, and the new session would open 
in September. Was it possible that 
this Bill would become law before, say, 
the 12th of August ? But, in the mean- 
time, the school boards must be making 
their arrangements for their continua- 
tion schools and their higher-grade 
schools. How were the school boards 
to go this year to the county council, 
or to the committee of the county council, 
to receive permission to spend money 
on educational objects, for which they 
must have incurred financial respon- 
sibilities long before that date? There 


/was no guarantee in this Bill from the 


Government or trom the Board of 
Education that a suspensory measure 
would be passed relieving the members 
of the school boards from personal 
responsibility if they continued to carry 
on these higher-grade and continuation 
schools. There was an abnegation, in 


‘this respect, all along the line, of the 


duty of the Government. In his opinion, 
the Bill was disappointing. It ought 
introduced ; and 
even if it were carried as it stood, it would 
not secure any alteration in the educa- 
tional machinery of the country. It 
would afford relief to the higher-grade 
schools and to the technical schools in 
a most unsatisfactory way. Apart from 
the Cockerton judgment, the Bill did 
no more than had been provided in the 
Technical Instruction Act, and he should 
oppose it. In fact, he intended to move, 
when it came on for Second Reading, 


‘that it should be read a second. time 


that day six months. It was a most 
disappointing Bill, and, if we had 
educational chaos at present, it would 
add to that chaos. 

Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester) said 
In the 


sary. But there were many ways of | case of negotiations between the existing 


dealing with the difficulty of the Cocker- school board authorities and the new 


2N2 
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authorities yet to be created not coming | of the poor should be extended, and one 
to any friendly conclusion, would the|of the grandest results of the school- 
schools affected by the Cockerton judg-| board system has been that not only 
ment be closed ? So far as he could under- | has it given good education to the chil- 


Education 





stand, the Vice-President was giving 
equal authority to the new education 
authority of the county council as was 
now possessed by the school board, and so 
far as he could gather from the right hon. 
Gentleman's speech, the combination 
might be continued to such a length as to 
lead to the closing of some of the school- 
board schools. He represented in the 
House of Commons a great community 
which was devoted to the question of 
education, and what they were con- 
cerned about at this moment was, whether 
some measure was to be immediately 
passed to prevent the closing of the con- 
tinuation schools during the present year. 
If the Bill just introduced was not passed, 
wouldthe Government pledgeitself to pass 
a short measure enabling the existing con- 
tinuation schools to be continued ? That 
was a plain, straightforward, business- 


like question, and he put it hoping that | 


the Government would give an honest 
reply before the close of the debate. So 
far as the Bill itself was concerned, he 
expressed no opinion at that moment, 
hecause he had had experience of plans 
manufactured by the Vice-President in 
previous sessions, and he always preferred 
to scrape the jam off before he expressed 
his opinion as to the inner nature of a Bill 
brought forward by the right hon. Gen- 
tleman. He should doubt, from the 
far-reaching effects of the Bill just intro- 
duced by the right hon. Gentleman, 
whether it would get through Parliament 
this session ; and, if not, would the First 
Lord of the Treasury or the Vice- Presi- 
dent, or both combined, give the House 
the assurance that those schools affected 
by the Cockerton judgment would not be 
closed during this year? If that were 
done it would meet with approval 
throughout the country, and would 
relieve the anxiety now pressing on the 
minds of educational authorities. 

Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): I wish to support the remarks 
which fell from my hon. friend the 
Member for West Nottingham. I consider 
that this Bill is a profound disappoint- 
ment. What people want is that the 
education now being given by the school 
hoards to tens of thousands of the children 


Mr. Broadhurst. 


dren, but it has taught the parents to 
love education and demand more of it. 
There is no guarantee that they will get 
that under this Bill. There is no guaran- 
tee whatever that the country will get 
‘that system of technical and secondary 
education which every man with brains 
knows that it needs more than anything 
‘else. This Bill will destroy the school 
‘boards, without giving any increased 
educational facilities. If I had time 
to deal with the confused and ridiculous 
details of the Bill | could show that it 
| will stimulate controversy rather than 
‘tend to that unity for which the right 
hon. Gentleman pleads. This is a 
most unsatisfactory proposal, even more 
unsatisfactory than the Bill of 1896, and 
will receive most strenuous opposition 
from many hon. Members on this side of 
the House. 

Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax): I do not 
intend to enter into the details of the 
Bill, but I wish to draw the attention of 
| the Vice-President to one single word in 

his speech, which, if it appears in the Bill, 
| will, I think, have very serious conse- 
quences. In referring to the question 
of evening continuation schools the right 
hon. Gentleman referred to “ existing ~ 
schools, and he said it was proposed 
that, by the permission of the new 
authority, school boards could continue 
to carry on “existing” schools. If 
\there is one part of our educational 
| system which is at present more grossly 
| deficient than another it is our evening 
/ continuation schools. In no town are 
they adequate. and in most towns they 
‘require multiplying by four or five in 
| order to meet the needs of the public. | 
-hope that the Vice-President in using 
‘that word does not foreshadow a provi- 
sion in the Bill which would prevent an 
‘increase in the number of schools. They 
are increasing, and ought to increase for 
many years to come, and I hope that 
power will be given in the Bill, not merely 


| 


to maintain the existing schools, but also: 


to increase them. 

Bill to make provision for and confer 
certain powers on local education 
authorities in England and Wales. 
ordered to be brought in by Sir John 
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Gorst, Mr. Balfour, and Mr. Walter 
Long. 


EDUCATION BILL. 

“To make provision for and confer 
certain powers on local education 
authorities in England and Wales,” 
presented accordingly, and read the 
first time ; to be read a second time upon 
Monday, 20th May, and to be printed. 
fBill 173.] 


EVENING SITTING. 


INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS (IRELAND). 

Mr. O'MARA (Kilkenny, 8.): The 
question to which I propose to draw 
attention this evening has been before 
the House on several occasions; it is not 
for that reason an old grievance, but it is 
a comparatively new one, for previous to 
1898 we had no complaint whatever 


to make of the way in which the indus- | 
trial schools of Ireland were conducted | 


by the Government. I hope when he 
makes his reply this evening the Chief 


Secretary will not treat this matter in | 


the stereotyped way in which complaints | 
made from these Benches have been 
treated in the past. In the year 1868 | 
the Industrial Schools Act was passed. | 
It was an Act fraught with great benefit | 
to Ireland, and it was taken up by the | 
people and looked upon by them as of | 
the greatest possible advantage ; they | 
subscribed generously to the fund re- 
quired to build the schools, and a large | 
amount of money is now invested in | 
these schools ; the schools were added | 
to year by year, so that in 1898 there | 
were no fewer than 71 schools, acecommo- 
dating 8,715 children. I claim, there- | 
fore, that the Industrial Schools Act 
for thirty years worked with magnificent | 
success. This success has been acknow- | 
ledged by every one. The official reports | 
year after year passed very high com | 
pliments on the working of the Act in | 
Ireland. Crime among juvenile offen- 
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that children who are destitute and who 
have no visible means of support may be 
legally committed to these schools. And 
the system by which that committal 
takes place has worked splendidly. 
Some time in 1898, a new inspector. 
probably an English importation into 
| Ireland, who wished, no doubt, to dis- 
|tinguish his career by some striking 
reform—— 

Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast. 
|S.): May I inform the hon. Gentleman 


| that he was an Irish Roman Catholic. 


| Mr. O'MARA: At any rate, he was 
|a new broom, and this new broom set 
/about sweeping the industrial schools. 
| He immediately got it into his head that 
‘these committals were illegal, and, pro- 
| bably having consulted the right hon. 
Member for Central Leeds, who, being 
an Englishman and unacquainted with 
the working of the industrial schools 
in Ireland, was made Chief Secretary 
for Irish Affairs, he got permission to 
issue a Circular in regard to these schools. 
This was a circular to the magistrates 
stating that only destitute children who 
were charged with an offence against the 
law could legally be committed to an 
industrial school. It is this Cir- 
cular that we have protested against 
and that we protest against to-night. 
and I say distinctly that if this Circular 
is not withdrawn you will destroy the 
whole system of industrial schools which 
has been built up at so much expense. 
and turn out into the streets thousands 
of children who, but for the issue of this 
Circular, would have been brought up as 
honest citizens, but who now will be cast 
back into the vortex of crime, and will 
eventually cost the country much more 
money than if they had been brought 
up in these schools. There is one point 
before I pass from the issue of the Cireu- 
lar, and that is whether the Irish Gover 
ment had any right to issue a Circular 
interpreting the law to the magistrates ot 
Ireland. I think everyone will agree 
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ders has decreased to an enormous extent. | that for the Executive Government of 
For thirty years the clause for the non- | Ireland to interfere with the law is a gross 


childrtn to | 


been interpreted 


committal of 
schools has 


industrial | breach of constitutional usage. 
by | Executive directed 


If the 


a Circular of this 


the magistrates in Ireland in a certain | character to the magistrates of England. 
way ; interpreted from a common-sense | there would be a protest raised im- 
point of view, and, as I am informed, 
from a strictly legal point of view. They 
have interpreted that clause as meaning 





mediately, and | 

Government of 

to issue this circular to the magis- 
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maintain that the 
Ireland had no right 
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trates at all. As those acquainted with 
this subject are aware, inquiries have 
been made of all the industrial school 
managers in Ireland. and the industrial 
school managers all protest against this 
Circular. They say that the number of 
children who can now 
will not enable them to keep open these 
industrial schools. and they will have to 
be closed. [The hon. Member read, from 
the Report issued in 1899. figures prov- 
ing a considerable decrease in the 
number of boys and girls committed to 
industrial schools.] I submit that if you 
decrease the number of children com- 
mitted to these schools by a third, and if 
these schools are maintained, as they are, 
by a capitation grant upon the number of 
children with which they deal, then you 
will have to close a third of the schools ; 
and that one-third of the schools, which 
all Chief Secretaries of Ireland, and all 
the officials, admit have done so much 
good should have to be closed is a sign 
of gross mismanagement. The number 
of children committed in Dublin. in 
1897 was 377; in 1898. 219; and in 
1899, 94, only 25 per cent. of the number 
which were committed in 1897. What 
has become of the other 200 odd children 
who have not been committed? Do 
they still unhappily run wild in the 
slums, contaminated by the criminal and 
immoral class which inhabit them, or 
are they sent to the workhouse? I 
submit that it is not to the public in- 
terest that these children should not 
be taken care of. and that they should 
be deprived, by the closing of these 
schools, of the means of earning an 
honest livelihood. The Circular says 
that only children on the verge of crimin- 
ality are admissible. The Chief Secre- 
tary says, “If you break the law I will 
provide for you, but if you keep the 
law and are destitute you can do as you 
like—you can go to the workhouse!” 

Now, before schools such as _ these, 
which have been so far reaching in their 
effects, are done away with, one would 
have thought that very careful inquiry 
would have been made, and that very good 
reason would have been given for their 
ceasing to exist before they were closed. 
But when the subject came up in the 
House one defence was that the O’Connor 
Don had said that the Act was passed 


to deal only with children who were 


Mr. O’ Mar, 
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be committed | 


(Lrelund). 


in danger of falling into crime. It 
shows how hard pressed the Executive 
Government were that they should 
have had to put forward the opinion 
of a private member in defence of the 
Cireular, but even that defence has 
since been contradicted by the O’Connor 
Don. Another defence was that for 
thirty years the method adopted by the 
magistrates in so committing children 
had been a gross abuse of the law, 
and that the Circular was intended to 
ensure that the law should be properly 
administered in the future. It is very 
strange that for thirty years the Govern- 
ment did not see that children were 
being admitted illegally, and still more 
strange that the Attorney General should 
have been three years finding it out. 
Yet another defence was that under 
the former system there was no room 
for children who ought properly to be 
admitted under the Act. That. state- 
ment has been made over and over 
again, but no concrete case of children 
being refused admission has been put 
forward, and until concrete instances 
are given, I, for one, shall refuse to 
believe that such was the case. The 
real reason for the issue of the Circular 
was, even at the risk of destroying the 
industrial school system in Ireland, to 
save the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
the expense of contributing 5s. a week 
towards the maintenance of these un- 
fortunate children. Such a _ defence 
would not have the support even of 
this House, ‘and I submit that no suft- 
cient reason has been given in any of 
the debates to justify the Circular and 
the enormous injury it has already 
done to the industrial schools. We 
consider that the question urgently 
requires to be dealt with, and that view 
is evidently shared by the inspector 
of the schools, for the Report for 1899 
says— 

‘It is hoped an effort will be made by those 
interested in the moral well-being of neglected 
children, so that those in immediate danger of 


falling into crime will be brought within the 
influence of the Industrial Schools Act.” 


That quotation shows that even the 
officials in Ireland are aware of the ex- 
treme urgency of the matter ; that they 
are frightened at the fewness of the com- 
mittals of children under the new regu- 
lations, and that they are anxious that 
more children should be committed, in 
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order to save the Government from | 
shutting up the schools. They even go | 
so far as to suggest that committees of | 
the new county councils should be, 
appointed in order to collect children | 
from anywhere and everywhere to fill | 
up the vacancies. The Chief Secretary, 
when pressed, would not promise to | 
bring in a Bill dealing with this matter, 
and | personally do not think there is any 
real necessity for a Bill. Had the Cir- 
cular been withdrawn the matter would 
have ended before, and things have gone 
as formerly. I recommend the Chief 
Secretary to adopt a courageous attitude 
in this matter. He is not in the habit of 
taking a courageous attitude in this 
House ; he is rather fond of expressing 
sympathy with us, and doing nothing in 
the matters of which we complain. He 
ought to acknowledge that a gross mis- 
take has been made in the issue of this 
Circular, that it was a needless inter- 
ference with the magistrates, and that it 
was against the well-being of these ex- | 
cellent institutions, and then I think he | 
ought honestly and straightforwardly 
to withdraw the Circular. I beg to 
move the resolution standing in my 
name. 

Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary, 8.): I 
beg to second the resolution. I am 
sorry that in the opening of this im- 
portant debate there are—as is usual 
when Irish matters are discussed-—empty | 
henches on the other side of the House. 
lf it had been a question affecting the 
directors of railway companies, or the 
owners of collieries, or a question of sub- | 
sidising shipping companies, or any of 
those matters which would send money 
into the pockets of the wealthy in Eng- 
land, the opposite benches would have 
been full. Simply because it is an Irish 
question, dealing with the poor and the 
miserable, we find the Chief Secretary 
alone with the hon. Member for South 
Belfast. I regret also that the opening 
ot the debate should have been marred 
hy the introduction of sectarian feel- 
ing by the venerable and hon. Member 


for South Belfast, when he reminded the | 
opener of the discussion that the inspector | 
of these schools in Ireland was a Roman | 


Catholic. We speak on this matter, not 
from the Roman Catholic point of view 
only, but from that of the general com- 
munity. Protestants as well as Roman | 
Catholics are affected by it. The hon. 
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supplied me a few days ago. 


' Roman Catholics. In 


‘under the certified num ber. 
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Member opposite has done the same 
to-night as he did two years ago, when a 
similar debate took place in this House, 
and I will quotea remark he then made 
in order to justify the quotation of some 
figures with which the Chief Secretary 
The hon. 
Member for South Belfast said— 

“While we are perfectly prepared to justify 
an Imperial grant for the reform of the 
criminal or semi-criminal class, I, for one, am 
not prepared to cast upon Imperial resources a 
charge which should fall upou the Irish poor- 
rate.” 

We are not asking that he should. 

“Unquestionably attempts are made in 
various parts of Ireland to send out children to 
beg in order to qualify them to become inmates 
of industrial schools,” he said. ‘‘ I should 
like to allude to the fact that in some parts of 
Ireland the object of sending children to the 
industrial schools is to bring them under the 
influence of the Roman Catholic church.” 

I certainly think it is rather unpleasant 
that a gentleman who, one would think 
from his venerable appearance, ought to 
have some sense of decency should intro- 
duce the sectarian element into such a 
matter as this. According to the figures 
supplied by the Chief Secretary, it 
appears that the Protestants have 


suffered by the issuing of the Circular 


proportion as 
1894 there were 
Roman Catholics and 134 Pro- 
testants in the schools; in 1899 there 
were 839 Roman Catholics and 116 
Protestants, and in 1900 there were 901 
Roman Catholies and 121 Protestants. 
That shows that the numbers of Pro- 
testant inmates of industrial schools have 
fallen in almost the same proportion as 
the numbers of Roman Catholics have. 
The late Attorney General for Ireland, 
The MacDermott, stated— 

“The Act indicates an intention to include 
a large class who have no visible means of 


subsistence—that is the destitute poor—but in 
my opinion it does not include them.” 


The effect of the Castle Circular has 
been to deter magistrates from sending 
children to industrial schools, fearing 
they would be sent out again, as was 
done by the Castle twice in succession 
in the Abbefeale case. Now in my own 
constituency there is the Tipperary In- 
dustrial School. In 1893 the number of 
children certified was 15 in excess of 
grant number ; in 1895, 10; in 1898, 3; 
and in 1901 the number had fallen to 4 
In Cashel 


almost in the same 


1,093 
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all the vacancies were filled till the issue it is in regard to the industrial system 
of the circular in 1898. Last year there generally. When the Local Govern. 
were 38 vacancies, only 9 children having ment Act was passed in 1898, a resolu- 
been admitted during three years, while tion was adopted by the Board, of which 
20 were admitted in previous years. I I happen to be a member, asking 
need not go further into detail on this that a clause might be inserted in the 
point more than to say that in Clonmel, Bill which would give the option of 
Thurles, Templemore, and other schools creating industrial and educational 
exactly similar effect has been brought schools in each county or group of 
about. By a copy of the magis- counties. One of the most important 
trate’s order which has to be sent) questions concerning the necessities of 
when children are committed to indus- the children of Ireland would be to take 
trial schools in which the classes of them out of the surroundings of the 
children to which the Act applies are workhouse altogether. I find that last 
set forth I see that they include children year there were in the workhouses of 
found wandering and not having Ireland the extraordinary number of 
proper guardianship, and children found | 36,000 children. Of course, this number 
wandering and not having visible means includes tramps and casuals. Here 
of subsistence. Those statements are! are these children, most of them 
plain enough, and they surely do not | orphans or deserted, left in these in- 
mean that a child must commit a crime stitutions to be contaminated and de- 
before it is entitled to admission ? Take | moralised by evil associations. No better 
the case of a poor widow who does not work could be done than to permit 
wish to go into the workhouse, and her the councils of Ireland to amalgamate 
friends send the children to an industrial | unions, so as to have one special work- 
school. Although those children may house for these deserted and orphan 
have no means of subsistence, down | children where they could live together 
comes an order from Dublin Castle under such conditions as would prevent 
ordering them to be sent out from the | them being contaminated. I have taken 
schools to starve. I say that a Govern-| a very great interest in the welfare of 
ment who lend themselves to treating these children. The poor orphan and 
children in that way are unworthy of deserted child, as well as the children 
the name of humane. This is only one of the class known as tramps, who are 
of many similar cases, and if the widow sent to the workhouse sometimes for 
chooses to remain outside to starve she | a month, occasionally for a week, and 
has no alternative but the workhouse sometimes only for a night, are housed 
for her poor children. Can the right together. The children of these tramps 
hon. Gentleman opposite defend for one are brought up in vice from their 
moment this state of things, for if that earliest days, and they are put amongst 
woman remains moral and_ religious those poor orphan and deserted children 
her children must starve. If she be- to contaminate and demoralise them. 
comes immoral, then she can get her|I say that these children should not be 
children into the industrial school. I | left in such a position, and under the 
find that in the last debate we had | system I suggest they would be free from 
another Chief Secretary for Ireland,and | anything like this contamination. At 
he quoted some statistics to the House. present in these institutions it may he said 
The late Chief Secretary said that in the | that the children do get some training. | 
year 1897—before the issuing of the | may point out that only a few of them 
Circular 924—children were committed | are employed, and then only for a very 
for begging. In 1898 the number was | limited time. We should have what we 
reduced to 676, and in 1899 the total was | have already upon a small scale estab- 
232. The number of children admitted | lished from private sources, namely, 
for other causes were 486 in 1897, 562 | regular industrial training schools where 
in 1898, and 723 in 1899. Those | boys and girls are educated properly and 
figures, I think, speak for themselves. | taught trades, and then they are able to 
‘There is one thing which I wish to| sustain themselves in after life and 
draw the attention of the right hon. | become useful members of society. | 
xentleman the Chief Secretary to, and | will take the case of two of these insti- 


Mr. Cullinan. 
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tutions in Ireland, Glin and Trim. | whieh | am advocating. 
Take the Glin Industrial Schools 

in county Limerick. In this case a 
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We have the 
authority of Cardinal Logue, who says :— 
‘The only resource now open to children 


(Ireland). 


| 





number of unions agreed to establish | who are not criminals, but who are thrown 


one. of those institutions, 
union was to contribute so much in 
proportion to the number of children 


and each | amongst the criminal classes, would be the 


| workhouse, and I believe that every child who 
| is brought up in an Irish workhouse is a 
potential criminal ; they commenced life in a 


| 


sent there. The result is that numbers | workhouse and ended it there.” 


of these children have turned out to be | That 


useful members of society and they are 


now earning honest and decent livlihoods. | 
I find that in the year 1898-99 the! , 


is the experience of Cardinal 
Logue. The McDermott says :— 

“The Act indicates an intention to include 
large class who have no visible means of 


number of children in the Glin Industrial | subsistence, and they are the destitute poor. 


School was 255. 


the cost of their clothing 7d. each, | 


making a total cost for the maintenance 
of each child of 2s. 114d. per week. In 
those industrial schools the 


children | 


could be maintained on far cheaper lines | 


than by keeping them in the workhouse. 


I certainly think that the industrial | 


school system in Ireland ought to be con- 
siderably extended and enlarged. The 
county councils and district councils of 
Ireland willingly contribute at the pre- 
sent time to the aid of the industrial 
schools in their different districts. Not 
only do the ratepayers of Ireland con- 
tribute to the public exchequer, but 
they contribute privately, and also 
substantially, out of the rates to these 
schools. But although I would advocate 


the extension of the industrial schools | 


system and give the councils the option 
of establishing industrial schools for the 
children, I certainly say that I am not 


the Chief Secretary to give us control 
of those institutions and at the same time 
putting extra taxation upon Ireland to 
maintain them. We are entitled to aid 


upon a larger scale from the Govern- | : ; 
é It is an extra-| brought up in the workhouse were left 
a a qa | 


ment for this purpose. 
ordinary fact that in reference to the 
issue of this Circular we have in one 
paragraph a complete contradiction of 


The cost of provision | In my opinion it does include them.” 
for these children was 2s. 34d. each, and |, the { 


ace of these opinions it is most ° 
extraordinary that the Chief Secretary, 
who is at the head of the Department, 
takes the responsibility upon himself 
of sending out from the industrial schools 
the children sent there by the local 
magistrates, who ought to understand 
the need for sending those children there. 
What are the facts? The magistrates 
feel after the issuing of this Circular 
that if they continued to send those 
children to the industrial schools they 
will be immediately pounced upon by 
the officials at Dublin Castle. After. 
the many months we have been here 
now, receiving nice civil answers from the 
Chief Secretary, who gets up in his 
rollicking. humorous sort of way, and 
gives us his winning smile and answers In 
such a sympathetic manner, I have come 


‘to the conclusion that he has kissed the 


Blarney Stone. I think it is full time. 


. . 1 9 ease 110 , -y as is, 1e 
prepared to accept any suggestion from | ‘2 * Cas of such urgency as this, for tt 
|Chief Secretary to free himself from 


'the inertia he seems to be under, and 


have been interpreted. Sir David Harroll | 


says— 

“The Act was devised for the saving of 
children who, if not rescued from their sur- 
roundings; would grow up in vice, and add to 
the criminality of the country.” 


I will ask the right hon. Gentleman | 


if there has ever been a child sent into 


those industrial schools who does not come | 


under that heading. Here is another 
statement made in support of the policy 


/matory is 


to approach the matter with something 
like pluck and courage, so that these 
poor children may be relieved. Children 


with the brand of the union onthem. A 
stigma was placed on them which was 
objectionable in Ireland. The attitude 


the way in which that Circular might }assumed by Dublin Castle was that 


they must commit a crime in order to 
qualify for the reformatory. The refor- 
as objectionable to the 
Irish people as the poorhouse. This is 
a non-contentious matter, and notwith- 
standing what was said by the hon. Mem 
ber for North Belfast it is a non-sectarian 
matter. I would certainly ask the Chief 
Secretary to take the matter seriously 
in hand, in order to relieve the poor 


' children of the stigma they labour under. 
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and give them the opportunity of earning | industrial schools in Ireland have con- 
| livelihood and becoming decent and | ferred great benefit on that country, 
with accompanying advantages on the 


anette members of society. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
’ That, 
the Circular issued by 


the Lord Lieu- | 


| taxpayers. 


in the opinion of this House, | 


They have conferred on 
Ireland the benefit of saving many 
| children from a condition which might 


tenant, in October, 1898, has seriously “have precipitated them into crime, and 


of the | 
be 


with the usefulness 
Industrial Schools, and ought to 
withdrawn.’ —(Mr. 0’ Mara.) 

Toe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. WynpHAM, Dover): The 
mover and seconder of this resolution 
have twitted me for a certain exuberance 
of nature, and I will endeavour to eurb 
my propensity in that direction. I can 
quite understand that even the milk of 
human kindness is apt to be somewhat 
insipid if it carries no practical benefit 
with it, and may seem a kind of sterilised 
milk from which all the nutritive pro- 
perties have been extracted. Approach- 
ing this question in the spirit hon. 
Members expect of me, I will try to deal 
with it in a practical and business-like 
manner. 

The resolution urges upon the Irish 
Government the expediency of with- 
drawing the Circular which was issued 


interfered 


many years ago to the magistrates in 
petty sessions. Before I come to the 


terms of that resolution and incidentally 
to the terms of the Circular. I will ask 
hon. Members to bear with me if I say 
a few words on the general subject of 
industrial schools in Ireland. I feel that 
I must ask the indulgence of the House 
if | make that proposition, because there 
are 
House, and I dare say I have no news 
to tell hon. Members from Ireland. 
Still I think it is my duty and for the 
convenience of the debate that I should 
state the view I take on the question 


of industrial schools in Ireland. It is a 
question of great and, I would say, 
peculiar importance to Ireland. I say 


* peculiar ” advisedly, because in this, as 
in many other 
questions, Ireland differs 
from Great Britain. It differs, I hold, 
in respect of the need which has called 


these industrial schools into being, and 


material and economic | 
profoundly | 


not many British Members in the | 


of, I think, in all probability saving the 
taxpayers large sums, since, if these 


|efforts had not been made by private 
| individuals, they might have had to pay 


| such a low rateable value. 


for the melancholy duty of keeping a 
greater number of criminals within 
prison walls. Ireland is pre-eminently 
a poor country. The rateable value 
of Ireland over wide districts is very much 
lower, I think, than many people in this 
country realise. At any rate they do not 
realise all the indirect consequences of 
For example, 
the poorhouses, as they are called in 
Ireland, are not in any case the best ports 
from which to launch citizens on the 
voyage of life; but in Ireland, owing to 
the fact that the rateable value is so low, 
the poorhouses are often less desirable, 
more depressing, and more enervating 


|than elsewhere, and certainly they are 


not the places in which anyone would 
wish to see a large proportion of children, 
and yet it is a fact that the percentage 
of children in Irish workhouses is a very 
large one. Then again, over the greater 
part of Ireland there are no industries. 
There is not in Ireland that opportunity 
of industrial employment for children 
which, at any rate, does place around 
boyhood conditions preferable to the 
conditions of vagrants. We often hear 
complaints in this country that children 
are sweated, and that is very deplorable, 
and it is the duty of the L egislature 80 
far as it can to strike at this objection; 


| but it is better that children and young 


| country. 


it differs also in respect to the conditions | 


which have in Ireland enabled those 
industrial schools to meet that need 
and confer great benefit on the country. 


Mr. Cullinan. 


persons should be able to earn aliv elihood, 
and that they should be housed and 
sheltered, and engaged for many hours 
of the day, than that they should wander 
about without any visible means of 
subsistence. Again, if | may point it out, 
there is another thing we have in this 
We have had compulsory 
education for more than thirty years. 
I think everybody must have noticed 


the disappearance of the ragged school. 
When I was a small boy one used to see 


'ragged-school boys going about with 


| have no hesitation in saying that the | banners and so forth. They 


have almost 
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disappeared, because the need for them | offence to an industrial school, and that 
has ceased to exist, largely on account is carefully guarded by the stipulation 


of compulsory education and the spread that the child shall not have committed 
of educational institutions in this coun- any serious offence, which means, shall 
try. But we have not had compulsory not have committed felony, and only 
education in Ireland. It only existsthere children who have committed minor 
now in a tentative and permissive form, | offences are to be committed to industrial 
and it would have been impossible to schools. These schools have existed in 
introduce it earlier. It is difficult to’ Ireland for years, and a grant of public 
introduce it now, because in many parts of money has been made to them in return 
rural Ireland the population is widely no doubt for the services they have 
scattered, and it is impossible to enforce | rendered, and do render, to the State and 
or expect regular attendance from all the community. I have listened with 
the children. great interest to the speech of the hon. 
' ” : ., Member for South Tipperary, who sug- 
Well, all these differences which exist : re oe 4 S 
~ gested, at least in outline, that the county 
between Ireland and England have, I . . : Rs 
' “oy rade councils might take over the industrial 
think, made the need of these institu-  _ : : | 
; : : past schools, and in a measure substitute them 
tions and called them into being. Then, 5 aie 
: .’ for the poorhouses. I think that was the 
again, I was asked a question this . oP 
: : 7 general outline of his suggestion. 
aiternoon with respect to emigration. * 
In this country it is migration, and there. Mr. CULLINAN: I suggested, the 
is a migration of able-bodied men from establishment of industrial training 
all the purely rural districts; but in schools under the management of the 
Ireland the evil is greater and more county councils. 
deplorable, just because so much of | Mr. WYNDHAM: It would be im- 
Ireland is purely rural. The result possible to follow that up in detail this 
is that in many parts of Ireland eyening, but I think the suggestion is one 
which I have visited you only find old which deserves consideration if it be 
people and young children, and you practicable. It is clear that a child is 
are struck by the absence of able-bodied better out of the poorhouse than in it. 
eagle good cireumstances, who could But if I understood the hon. Member, 
give proper guardianship to children. he suggested that no part of the burden 
+ esha the natural consequence in’ should fall on the ratepayers. Evidently, 
re and is that you have a greater number then, any such proposition is one which 
of children who have no proper guardian- would have to be carefully gone into, 
onal the gt = — Hi? ee in order that the incidence of the 
stand it in this country. On the other charge i > fairly ¢ ‘tione 
Sanya on ragienena JS ge T charge might be fairly apportioned. 
and 1s a verycharitable country. It might be proper to take into ac- 
rivate individuals and private com- count the large private funds given 
munities do come forward in Ireland ina to the industrial schools, as indeed 
very remarkable degree to supply this they are taken into account now, be- 
public want, and I think I might almost cause any institution which depends 
say to avoid what would be a public in part on a public grant--as any one 
scandal. Under the Industrial Schools who takes an interest in the schools in 
2 a institutions grew up this country will bear me out—which 
1r "ele IV Ce oP ‘ ey ree . ° 
x = “ - They conferred a boon upon is earned by capitation has to make up a 
reland, and they redounded to the credit budget showing how the money has been 
of the country. I will ask the House to dealt with. I think we are all agreed 
note that that Act was purely preventive that this Industrial Schools Act was 
in its intention. It was not a disciplinary passed as a preventative measure. It 
or correctional measure. I think its pre- was not intended as a substitution for, 
ventive character appears from the pro- but as an addition to, the Reformatory 
visions , witteine aeeme | 2 . 
maw of the Act. It contains many Schools Act, passed in the same year. 
bogs and, so far as I am able to In Ireland a child cannot be sent to a 
alscov ra aing " se . 
“ti it only contains one provision, reformatory school unless it has been 
Pe 4 7 SOIREE? : : 
: — 13, which authorises the com- | sent to prison for a few days. That is, 
mttal of a child who has committed any | I think, very regrettable. 
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Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON: That | school. I am not prepared to interfere 
was corrected in 1899. | with the discretion vested in the m: igis- 


Mr. WYNDHAM: It is a thousand | trates, and I do not believe, as a matter 
pities that the stigma of the prison (of fact, that there has been any error 
should be given to a child in order to | °F fault on their part in carrying out the 
benefit it. It is a most ironic way of Act. It may be that, owing to the fact 
benefiting a child. My hon. friend the | that a child cannot be sent to a reforma- 
Member for South Belfast says that | tory school until it has been convicted 
was corrected by an Act passed in | and sent to prison for a few days, 
1899; but I regret to say that the a point has been stretched here and 
intentions of that Act could not be there, and that a child which ought to 
carried out owing to some sections | have gone to a reformatory school has 
in a_ previous om having been been sent to an industrial school. The 
repealed. An attempt was made in| temptation to do that is very great, and 
the Youthful Offenders Bill, introduced | no great fault can be found with a magis- 
last year, which, unfortunately, did not | trate for having succumbed to the temp- 
become law, to do away with that de-| tation. But on the evidence which | 
plorable stipulation. The Home Secre- have examined I cannot come to the 
tary intends to reintroduce that Bill conclusion that the Circular obviously 
during this session, and I have caused led to the results suggested. It is quite 
clauses affecting Ireland and embodying | true that there was a decrease of 272 in 
suggestions made to my _ predecessor | the year 1897-98, and that there was a 
by the Philanthropic Association to be further decrease in the next year. But 
inserted in it. I hope that that Bill may | in the year 1899-1900 there was an 
not be involved in the massacre of the | increase of admissions of no less than 
innocents, but if it were I will do my | 167. Therefore, it is quite clear that 
best to get a small measure through | these fluctuations are due to other causes. 
embracing these clauses. [ think hon. Members who represent 

I would like to remove a miscon- Irish constituencies must allow me for 
ception, as I hold it to be, regard- ‘a Itttle longer to cherish the hope that 
ing a speech delivered by my right the prosperity of Ireland may increase, 
hon. friend the Attorney General for and that elementary education in Ireland 
Ireland two years ago. This Circular, | will increase. If that were so, the time 
with which the resolution deals, was| must come when the need for these 
not intended to affect the responsi- institutions will not be so great as it now 
bility of magistrates to interpret and_/| is, and it would not be reasonable to ask 
administer the law of the land. It) any Government to pledge itself to the 
pointed out that certain abuses had_ proposition that under no circumstances 
grown up, that children of parents who; should the number of admissions to 
ought to support them or to make some these institutions be decreased. 
effort to do so were sent out fictitiously| It seems to me that there are only two 
to beg. The Circular only brought this | points which have to be considered. The 
matter of fact to the knowledge of the | first is—Does the correct interpretation 
magistrates. The hon. Gentleman who | of the statute imperil these industrial 
moved the resolution asked me to with-| schools? If the law does imperil the 
draw the Circular. But I beg him to. existence of these industrial schools, the 
consider what interpretation would be law must be carried out, no doubt ; but 
given to such an act. The withdrawal as a matter of sound administrative 
of the Circular would be taken as adirec- | common-sense steps ought to be taken 
tion to the magistrates to ignore evidence | in order to see that these institutions 
of these matters of fact. The magistrates | are not imperilled so long as the need 
have nothing to do but to interpret and | for them exists. That is a question of 
administer the Act of 1858, which de- | administrative examination to which I 
clares that, if children are found begging | shall apply myself. The only other point 
or wandering without a settled place of | does not seem to me to have any sub 
abode or under proper guardianship, | stance. Of course it is possible that this 
or without the means of subsistence, | Circular may have led to misconception— 
they should be sent to an industrial | [An Hon. Memper on the Irish Benches: 


Mr. Wyndham. 
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Mis-administration |—but I do not believe , 
that that is the case. The document 
may have been misunderstood, but I 
have no evidence to that effect. I do not 
believe that that is so. I ask hon. Mem- 
hers to recollect that the duty placed 
upon magistrates by this Act is not a 
very easy one. It is not easy to distin- 
guish between the case of a child begging 
by what I may call force of circumstances 
and the case of a child who is sent out to 
beg by its parents. It is quite possible 
to make a mistake in deciding so nice a 
point as that. But that is not the end of 
the difficulty. It would be harder still 
to decide whether the fact that the 
parents habitually forced or encouraged 
the child to beg constituted improper 
guardianship or not. These are points 
of law and interpretation which must 
arise in these cases, but, for my 
part. I have absolute confidence 
in the discretion of the magistrates. 
Ido not think it would be wrong, in fact 
it would be proper for me to discover 
whether there has been any misconcep- 
tion upon this point. That being so, I 
am unable to accept the resolution that 
has been moved. If I accepted the 
resolution I should countenance a charge 
for which there is no foundation, namely, 
that the Executive has sought toinfluence 
the administration of justice by that 
Cireular, which was merely intended to 
bring before the magistrates certain 
facts. But I am prepared to legislate 
in order to remove the obligation of 
sending a child to prison before sending 
it toa school ; and upon looking into this | 
matter, if I find that the law has im- | 
perilled an institution so useful as this, | 
then it will be my duty to take what- 
ever administrative measures may be | 
necessary in order that it shall continue 
so long as it may be necessary. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) said he had 
no hesitation in saying that if the right 
hon. Gentleman would really act in 
Dublin Castle in the spirit of the speech 
which he had just heard there would be 
no need for legislation to remedy the 
condition of things of which they com- 
plained. But some of them who had | 
watched with interest the development 
of this case must be pardoned if they said | 
that in their opinion he had not com- 
pletely mastered the history of the case. | 
Small blame to him, in a sense. He 
had had many things to face since he 
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went to Ireland, and this was a subject 
of great complexity. He seemed to be 
under the impression that whatever 
mistakes were alleged to have been made: 
by the magistrates before the Circular. 
they were rather in the direction of 
giving to poor children the benefit of the 
doubt and sending them to industrial 
schools. Well, it was really rather the 
other way about. The complaint that 
was made was this—that magistrates 
had, for thirty years, acted in a broad and 
liberal spirit, holding that the Act was 
not a punitive, but a preventive Act, 
and ‘that destitute children, without 
proper guardianship, should be, if possi- 
ble, saved from vice. That was the point. 
but in order to bring these children 
within the purview of the Act it was 
interpreted that they must be guilty of 
an act against law, and it was alleged that 
an abuse had arisen by children being 
sent out to beg. But that was only a 
technical abuse, because it was to save 
destitute children that the Act was 
passed. Yet what had the right hon- 
Gentleman’s predecessor said in February 
last year ? He said, ** The real object was 
to prevent destitution being brought 
within the purview of the Act.” And 
he also remarked that a number of chil- 
dren had been sent to these schools whose 
parents were able to support them. As 
to the latter point, the Irish Members 
had been willing to meet him by the 
method of providing that such parents 
should be compelled to contribute to the 
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| support, or rather to pay for the support 


of their children in these institutions, 
and would be punished if they did not. 
In his (Mr. Dillon’s) opinion it would be: 


highly injurious to say that there could 


not be committed the children of drunken. 


'parents in order that they might be 
'saved from future ruin. 


Why was this 
Circular passed ?_ The Industrial Schools. 
Act was extended to Ireland in the year 
1868, when Ireland held a high place as 


regards immunity from brutal crimes of 


a more disgusting character, as indeed 
she still did. But juvenile crime was 


‘greater at that period than in England. 


No wonder. It was due to the fact that 
after the terrible periods of distress 
there were tens of thousands of poor 
children homeless, without parents or 
anyone to look after them in any way. 


‘It was to meet that state of affairs that 


the Act was passed, and there had never 
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been an Act better justified by its results. 
Whereas there had been 1,000 children 
sent to reformatories in some years, 
last year there were but 500. Half the 


institutions had been shut up, and he, 


hoped the day was not far distant when 
one-half of the remainder would also be 
shut up, as was not unlikely if this Act 
was only allowed to go on doing its good 
work. No doubt, of course, reformatory 
schools were only a degree better than 
the prisons, but society owed something 
to these children. What had been the 
result of the working of these schools ? 
There was very little criticism, it must 
be admitted—he was speaking of the 
schools of Ireland—that was not favour- 
able. It was admitted on all hands that 
they had done wonders. Whereas thirty 
years ago juvenile vice was so rife, now 
when in England they were deeply 
engaged in discussions as to how the 
growing evil of Hooliganism should be 
dealt with, in Ireland no such question 
presents itself for solution. Now, why 
could not the Government have let the 
system alone ? They could not, however, 
do that. They had, on the contrary, 
struck a blow at the very existence of 
the system. There was no doubt about 
that, for they had letters placing the 
facts beyond doubt from nuns and mem- 
bers of various religious bodies who 
were interested in these questions, and 
who knew what they were writing about, 
showing actually how the matter stood 
in relation to the effect of the Circular 
upon these institutions. He did not 
know whether it was known to the 
House that most of those magnificent 
buildings, which were splendidly equipped 
with all the resources for teaching the 
various branches of industry to the 
pupils, had been built at enormous 
expense by private enterprise on the faith 
that they would be administered in the 
same spirit that they were for the thirty 
years past, in which those things had been 
undertaken. The Circular which was 
issued in recent years would have the 
effect of destroying the whole of this 
great work, and the real object to be 
achieved by that Circular had been 
admitted—the saving of a portion of the | 
capitation grant to the Treasury. In 
view of the uncontroverted and admitted 
good work which these schools were | 
doing towards the prevention of crime 
and vice, could anything be imagined | 
Mr. Dillon. 


{COMMONS} 
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more shortsighted and more unwise 
than this policy of trying to save five 
or ten thousand a year at the expense 
of manufacturing criminals for the 
future? A nun at the head of one of 
these great institutions in Dublin told 
him (Mr. Dillon) of the case of two girls 
whom she was endeavouring to get into 
her school. They were the children 
of parents who were confirmed drunk- 
ards, and to so terrible a condition were 
they reduced that frequently at night 
they had to fly from their home and 
wander about the streets in order to 
avoid violence at the hands of their 
father, and these children were refused 
committal to the industrial school because 
they were not associated with criminals, 
They should be proved by the police to 
have been associated with criminals, 
and in horror at the fate that was before 
these two girls, this lady was obliged to 
get these two little girls to associate with 
criminals for a moment, and to get a 
friendly policeman to swear that he had 
seen them in the association of criminals, 
and in this way, by a kind of pious fraud, 
these poor children were saved from the 
horrors of the streets and placed in the 
school. The Chief Secretary stated that 
the Castle had no power to direct magis- 
trates. That was not the view removable 
magistrates entertained in Ireland, for 
one might as well try to move Nelson’s 
Pillar in Dublin as to induce a resident 
magistrate to go behind a Castle Circular. 
In many cases, in order to override the 
decision of magistrates who had inde- 
pendently exercised their rights and sent 
children to the industrial schools, an 
order came down from Dublin Castle, 
and the children were at once driven 
out of the schools into the workhouses, 
which, whatever they might be for 
adults, were the gates of hell for those 
poor children. For children entering the 
workhouse what Dante said of hell was 
really true, “ All hope abandon ye who 
enter here.”’ Was not that nice work for 
a Government to engage in? He (Mr. 
Dillon) was glad the Chief Secretary had 
given a promise to look into this matter, 
and he felt confident that if the right hon. 
Gentleman did so he would see that it 
would be impossible from any point of 
view to embark on a worse course than 
to check or mar or limit the work which 
these industrial schools were doing in 
the guardianship of destitute children 
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in Ireland. 
administration of the industrial school 
system to catch hold of the children 


before they were tainted with crime. | 


The object from the beginning of the 
best and most skilful administrators of the 
system was to catch the child before it 
became tainted. He frankly admitted 


that a large proportion of the children | 


in these schools in Ireland were innocent 
children—children not tainted with vice. 
He was speaking to a very enlightened 
lady recently who was at the head of a 
great industrial school in his own con- 
stituency. Those sympathetic people 
who worked these industrial schools 
were very much wiser as regarded the 
training of children and knew a great deal 
more about it than any minister. That 
lady informed him that one really bad 
child brought into that school of 120 girls 
would poison them all, and she added that 
the girls in the school were as innocent of 
evil as any average collection of girls 
throughout the land. 

There ought to be classification. One 
industrial school in Ireland would pro- 
bably be enough for a certain class 
of children, but at all events there 
should be some intelligent classification. 
In his opinion it would be wrong, and 
indeed criminal, to force the hand of 
those intelligent trained and experienced 


educators and reformers of youth without ' 


giving full weight to their views, which 
were not the views of the people who hesi- 
tated to deal with the worst forms of 
criminality, for those sisters and brothers 
in Ireland were prepared to undertake 
the reform of any criminal child with a 
view to producing the best results, and 
were also prepared to protect the innocent 
children entrusted to their care. He was 
sure the Chief Secretary would approach 
the subject in a broad spirit. He had 
always been proud of the industrial 
schools in Ireland. He took a very 
great interest in them, and he did not 
think a more difficult problem could 
present itself to the mind of man than 
the best way of dealing with them. 
believed there was no country in the 
world where a wastrel or guardianless | 
child was better cared for than in Ireland. 
There was an industrial school in Galway 
managed by that admirable and great 
body of men, the Christian Brothers, the | 
greatest body of men in their own way in | 
the world. He went into that school: 
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It was the object of the best | 


He | 
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very often not long ago, and he ventured 
to say that in the whole of England a 
happier, healthier, and more cheerful 
body of boys could not be seen. One of the 
saddest things in most of the great schools 
of England was the listless melancholy 
of the children. But in that school in 
Galway the boys had no sense whatever 
of inferiority or pauperism, and were not 
in the least ashamed of their position. 


That was a great triumph forthe Brothers. 


The boys had a beautiful brass band, as 
good as many military bands, and once a 
week it played in the square of the school 
to the delight of the whole town. The 
boys were proud of their school, and now 
the people of Galway had invited the 
band to play twice a week on the prome- 
menade outside the town. These were 
all small things, but they were most im- 
portant things. The head of that school 
informed him, and he was struck with 
astonishment at it, that he had 150 bovs 
in the school, and had no difficulty in 
placing them out. There were good 
carriage builders and excellent tailors 
among them, and they were engaged in 
every form of humanindustry. Attached 
to the school was a farm for all kinds of 
farm work, and an excellent football 
field. The boys were full of the enjey- 
ment of life. The superior said that for 
every boy he could send out he had 
twelve applications, and that he never 
had to wait a single week to place one of 
his boys in a good situation. 

He asked the House could there be any 
better work in any country in the world ! 
This work was well done in Ireland. By 
all means they invited the Government to 
test it by the strictest inspection. and also 


‘to enforce the law in order to put down 


any attempt at fraud on the part of 
parents to have their children cared for 
at the public expense. When the chil- 
dren of drunkards were taken from them 
and put into these schools to be away 
from the contaminating influence of 


‘their parents, then let them make the 


parents pay, and punish them if they 
would not pay, but let them not destroy 
the children. Let the children have a 
chanee, and let a work as great as it was 


' beneficent continue unhampered and un- 


trammelled by the law, or by restrictive 
circulars from Dublin Castle. These 
poor children had been left waifs and 
strays in the world through no fault of 
their own, and let them be handed over, 
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as they had been handed over in the past, | 


to the charitable, sympathetic, and 
marvellously successful care of communi- 
ties of men and women who in Ireland 
had devoted themselves through charity 
to the service of the poor. 

*Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON : I con- 
gratulate the hon. Member who intro- 
duced this motion on the temperate 
speech in which he brought the subject 
before the House. The subject is a very 
important one, and I have great pleasure 
in co-operating with hon. Gentlemen 
opposite in any practical effort to remove 
the grievances and improve the condition 
of our native country. I should like to 
correct a mistake which the hon. Member 
made when he spoke of the Inspector of 
Industrial Schools. So far from that gen- 
tleman being a stray or a wanderer, he is 
a Roman Catholic and an Irishman. | 
have no desire to speak in any obnoxious 
or hostile way of any Lrishman or Roman 
Catholic, and I should like to say that 
Dr. John Fagan, the Inspector of Indus- 
trial Schools, is an extremely able and 
intelligent man, and I would commend 
to the consideration of hon. Members his 
report for the year ending 31st December, 
1899, which can be read in the library. 
I think the hon. Member went somewhat 
away from the Circular of Ist October, 
1899. That Circular was preceded by 
one which was issued on the 22nd May, 
1896, which was intended to correct 
abuses that were well known and recog- 


nised in many parts of Ireland, where ! 


children were sent out to beg in order 
that they might be sent to these indus- 
trial schools. That Circular stated that— 
“ orders for such commitals should, whenever 
possible, be made upon evidence given in open 
court, and only after remand and inquiry by 
the police. 

The Cireular issued on Ist October, 1898, 
stated— 

* The constabulary areto make inquiries with 
regard to children brought up for committal, 
and the member of the constabulary making 
the inquiry in each case shall attend before 
the magistrates and make a deposition, giving 
the result thereof in detail, so as to enable 
them todecide . . . . in the interests of 


the poor children for whose benefit the Act | 


was really intended, but many of whose places 
in the schools are now filled by quite another 
class.” 

The Circular proceeds— 

“ The practice of sending out children to beg 
or receive alms . . . . i 
defeat the intentions of the 
abuse of its provisions.” 


Mr. Dillon. 


{COMMONS} 


is calculated to | 
Act, and is an | 
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Surely hon. Members will not advocate 
| sending children into the streets to obtain 
money under false pretences, in order 
to get into industrial schools? May I be 
permitted to quote from the report of Dr, 
Fagan for the year ending 31st December, 
1899. It states—- 

“The class of children at present being com- 

mitted is of a character more in accordance 
with the spirit of the Industrial Schools Act 
than has hitherto been the case, and I am 
pleased to find that managers have not 
objected to receive such children.” 
We all desire to see these industrial 
schools improved and extended, and | 
am sure the sympathetic way in which 
the Chief Secretary has treated the 
subject shows that he will go thoroughly 
into it and do what he can, in consulta- 
tion with both sides of the House, to make 
the Act even more satisfactory. I have 
some knowledge of the industrial schools 
of Belfast, and I should like to quote a 
few words regarding one of them from 
the inspector’s report— 


“The Balmoral Institution is eminently 
adapted for its purpose. It is a well-built, 
well-arranged structure, having most of the 
esseatials required for a school, without any 
useless adjuncts. There is sufficient Jand 
attached, and it is exceptionally well situated 
being within easy reach of the city, from which 
it gets an abundant water supply, gas, ete. 
The school committee is composed of a most 
capable and zealous Lody of gentlemen who, 
with the aid of their excellent manager, will 
[ am sure make their institution one of the 
most successful in the country.” 


I will not detain the House longer, and 
| will only say that I desire to co-operate 
with hon. Members in developing and 
improving these industrial schools. | 
hope, however, hon. Members will dis- 
_abuse their minds of any feeling of mis- 
trust in the inspector of these schools 

because of the few words of commenda- 
tion which have fallen from me. 


Mr. JORDAN (Fermanagh, 8.): | 
hope the Chief Secretary will permit 
me to congratulate him on the sympa- 
| thetic tone of his speech to-night. Lately 
my faith in the Chief Secretary has 
gone down very low. I thought he 
promised a great deal and did nothing. 
To-night, however, my faith in him 
has considerably increased, after what 
; he has said on this question, and I believe 
‘that he will fulfil the promise he has 
given. | fully agree with everything that 
has been said by my hon. friend the 
Member for South Kilkenny in relation 
The administration of 


‘to the Circular. 
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statitje law in Ireland is bad enough, 
but rcular law is a hundred times 
worse. Jreland is largely ruled, in my 
opinion&not by law but by ofticialism. 
[ want to know who interpreted this 
law. I cannot see why an interpreta- 
tion of an Act of Parliament which has 
heen accepted for thirty years should 






now be upset by the interpretation of | 


some official, and why that interpreta- 
tion has been given the force of law. 


One would have thought that no change | 


would have taken place without some 
Parliamentary inquiry, but all we have 


had has been the issue of the Circular. | 


Such a great change would not have 


been made in England without inquiry, | 
and probably not without legislation. | 
[reland, however, is not ruled as England | 


is; she is ruled in an arbitrary way, 
legal or otherwise, So far as my expe- 
rience goes, the magistrates exercise a 
wise discretion in sending children to 
industrial schools. When this Circular 
came to the Enniskillen bench of magis- 
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cular and remedy these abuses. It is 
very hard that magistrates, who are 
/sworn and are endeavouring to perform 
their duty, should be compelled to take 
‘the interpretation of the law from a 
| resident magistrate, who is paid to carry 
| out, whether right or wrong, the will 
|and hehests of Dublin Castle. In view 
of the tone of the reply of the Chief 
Secretary, I think we ought to trust him 
' before we take any further drastic action 
Mr. RENTOUL: | think, especially 
(after the remarks of the last speaker, 
{that hon. Gentlemen opposite will con- 
sider that they have served their purpose 
}in having had a full discussion and 
obtained acknowledgments from all sides 
of the House as to the value of these 
institutions. If, however, this matter is 
pressed to a division, we shall be obliged 
to vote against the resolution. [** Why ¢”’| 
Simply because a very wrong construe- 
tion would be put upon our action— 
namely, that Dublin Castle had issued 
a highly improper Circular and one 


(Ireland), 


trates, commanding us to change the | attempting to interfere with the adminis- 


course of our procedure without any | 
change of law, if | had had my way | motion 


The notice of 
attention to 


law. 


call 


tration of the 
was _~_—i to 


we would have ignored the Cireular,|the question of industrial schools in 


and allowed the authorities to take! Ireland.’ That has been done 


their own course. 


be borne out in that view by the Chief} advantage to all present. 


very 


| am very glad to/thoroughly, and I think with great 


But then 


Secretary, who says that if a case came} the motion goes on to say— 


hefore him as a magistrate he would | 
consider it on its merits, irrespective 
of the Cireular. But he is not an Irish 
magistrate, with a resident magistrate 


over him. 
advised my brother magistrates to 
follow: but we calculated too soon. 


We had a resident magistrate in the 
court, and he directed us to obey the 
unauthorised and — unparliamentary 
Circular. As a matter of the 
magistrates took the law from the resident 
magistrate, and the resident magistrate 
took the law from the Circular, and the 
Cireular, over-riding and ignoring the 
law of the land, was issued by some 
unknown authority. Under these cir- 
cumstances, the best thing the Govern- 
ment can do is to withdraw at once this 
objectionable Cireular. The Chief Secre- 
tary says that abuses have arisen. If 
abuses arise they should be corrected, 
not by a Circular, but by law. I am 
glad to hear that in the Bill which the 
Home Secretary is to bring in clauses 
will be introduced that will to a large 
extent clear up the matter of the Cir- 


VOL, XCILL. [FouRTH SERIES. | 


course, 





“That, in the opinion of this House, the 
Circular issued by the Lord Lieutenant in 
October, 1898, has seriously interfered with 
the usefulness of the industrial schools, and 
ought to be withdrawn.” 


That is the course that I! That is a thing that some of us, at any 


rate. do not in the least degree believe. 
It seems to me that some hon. Gentle- 
men who have been talking about this 
| Circular have not actually read it at 
all ; their remarks cannot be accounted 
for in any other way. The Circular 
is simply “to call the attention ” of the 
magistrates—there is never any harm 
in calling the attention of any man to 
a subject—* to the fact that these schools 
are in some instances being used for 
children for whom they were never 
intended.” That is admittedly the case. 


If the schools were not intended for 
children who ought be admitted, 


then the law requires to be changed, 
but certainly to teach children a lesson 
of downright dishonesty as a foundation 
to teaching them honesty in these schools 
is an absurdity indeed. The Cireular 
then suggests that thorough inquiry 
should- be made into each case. and 


20 
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that the result of the inquiry should 
he placed before the magistrates. 
can be nothing wrong from any possible 
point of view in that. 
Mr. O’MARA : Read the remainder of 
the Cireular—where it lays down the law. 
Mr. RENTOUL: Certainly— 


“In order to carry out the Act more 
effectively His Excellency desires me to repeat 
the suggestion made to the magistrates by 
the Circular dated 2Ist May, 1896, that 
detention orders should, whenever possible, be 
made upon evidence given in open court.” 


Mr. O'MARA: [I call that an inter- 
ference with the magistrates. 

Mr. RENTOUL: The hon. Member 
may eall it whatever he likes, but it is a 
very peculiar bench of magistrates who 
would regard that as an interference. 
The hon. Member who spoke last said 
that he agreed with the Chief Secretary 
that magistrates should have ignored the 
Cireular. Therefore an intelligent magis- 
trate like the hon. Member understood 
at once that the Circular was not law, 
because we all know that he would be the 
last to defy the law of the land. He 
simply regarded it as a suggestion. The 
hon. Member for East Mayo referred to 
the effect of the Circular upon the magis- 
trates. He divided magistrates into two 
elasses—the resident magistrates and the 
ordinary magistrates. He certainly 
placed a very low estimate on the intelli- 
gence of the ordinary magistrates. As 
jar as they were concerned, he took them 
to be a very unintelligent lot of men who 
would) misunderstand this Cireular ; 
while with regard to the resident 
inagistrates, he suggested, not that they 
misunderstood the Circular, but that 
they were afraid to disobey it as it came 
from Dublin Castle. We are told that 
Dublin Castle desired improperly to 


influence these resident magistrates. If, 


the Lord Lieutenant had any such 
desire, it seems to me that he could have 
secured his object in another way rather 
than by a Circular published in the face 
of the country. The hon. Member 
speaks of this Circular as an interpreta- 
tion of the law. It does not contain a 
single word which can be said to interpret 
the law in any way whatever. It seems 
to me that to withdraw a perfectly harm- 
less and very useful Circular would be a 
course which could not for one moment 
he supported on this side of the House, 
and, therefore, if the motion is pressed to 
a division, the mover will seemingly get 
a vote against the administration of the 


Mr. Rentoul. 


{COMMONS} 


There | 


| division, ; 
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‘industrial schools in Ireland, which jg 
certainly a thing none of us desire to give, 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick); 
The hon. Member who has last addressed 
the House generally lectures us upon our 
want of understanding, and he says 
that we do not understand this question, 
But some of us do understand the subject. 
I was on the deputation to the Chief 
Secretary last year, and I remember 
distinctly that this matter was brought 
forward not alone by the Catholics, but 
also by the Protestants, and the head oj 
the Protestant school of Belfast made 4 
very bitter complaint about the Circular, 
The result of this Cireular has been 
‘enormously to decrease the number of 
-committals. In 1897 there were 
1,415 committals in Ireland; in 1899 
there were only 955. In Dublin City 
in 1897 there were 337 committals: in 
1898 there were 219; and in 1899 
there were only 94, or just one-fourth 
of the number in 1897. [ have no 
intention of travelling over the ground 
which has already been covered, but | 
wish to give the House the benefit of my 
personal experience, as one who takes an 
interest in this subject. I believe the 
Circular was an undue interference with 
the authority of the magistrate. 1 do 
not care what view is put forward by the 
Chief Secretary or by any legal gentle- 
men ; the fact remains that this Circular 
was looked upon by the magistrates in 
Ireland as an order from the Lord 
Lieutenant to stop the committals of 
children to the industrial schools. | 
agree with the Attorney General that in 
some instances there may have been 
abuse, but let us look at the question in 
‘its larger issues. What is the fact! 
There never was an Act of Parliament 
passed by this House so beneficent in its 
results to Ireland as this Industrial 
| Schools Act. As a result of its opera- 
|tions child crime in Ireland has been 
almost entirely stopped. The Lord 
Lieutenant is a common-sense gentleman 
|—more so than most Lord Lieutenants— 
!and I believe that he was led into the 
issue of this Circular by some officials 
'who did not exactly understand what 
they were doing. For my part, I would 
say that if the Chief Secretary will give 
a definite undertaking to have a full, 
clear, and public examination into this 
matter we will not press the motion toa 
but, assuredly, unless we 
receive some such promise we will not 





| 
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{7 May 1901! 
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withdraw the resolution. The Chief ratepayers that they were unduly taxed 


Secretary has stated that the number of | 


committals last year was greater than 
in the previous year. The reason of 
that is that in the previous vear there was 
a debate on the subject in the House. 
deputations waited upon the Chief Seere- 
tary, the press took the matter up, and 
public attention was focussed on the 
subject. We have nothing to conceal, 
and if hon. Members are prepared to 
advocate that the Circular should be 
upheld, let them have the courage of 
their conviction and stand up in favour 
of it in this House. IT am quite sure 
that the Chief Secretary had no idea 
that the consequences of issuing this 
Circular would have been serious. 
As | have pointed out before, every 
class of industrial school has been more 
or less affected, and surely a Circular of 
this kind should not be allowed to inter- 
fere with the law of the land. I hope 
we shall have some assurance from the 
Chief Secretary or the Attorney General 
that a public examination of this question 
will be held. and if such an assurance 
is given we shall have no desire to divide 
the House. Unless some definite assur- 
ance is given of a satisfactory nature we 
are pledged to follow this mattertoanissue. 
*sir JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth): As an Trish magistrate, per- 
haps | may be allowed to say one or two 
words on this question. The motion 
hefore the House is that a certain Cir- 
cular issued by the Lord Lieutenant in 
Qetober, 1898, has seriously interfered 
with the usefulness of the industrial 
schools, and ought to be withdrawn. 
The reason why we are asked to 
vote for this motion is that we have no 
assurance from the Government that 
there will be an inquiry into the working 
of the Industrial Schools Act. I fail to 
see the connection between this argument 
and the motion. All | know is that the 
Circular was very necessary. 
ist cries of “* No, No.””] Lam only ex- 
pressing my own opinion, and | say that 
it was a very necessary Circular because 
both the taxpayers and the ratepayers 
in Ireland were beginning to find them- 
selves over-burdened by paying rates 
lor industrial schools in support of chil- 
dren who should not have been sent to 
those schools at all. That was the com- 
plaint of the ratepayers. [A NATIONAL- 
Ist MEMBER: It was not.| lam simply 
speaking of my own experience, and | 
assert that it was the complaint of the 


sO 


[ National- | 


in this respect. [A NATIONALIST Mem- 
BER: Where !] In Kerry, in the Ken- 
mare district. The Circular does not 
tell the magistrates how to interpret the 
law, and it merely draws attention to 
complaints made from certain districts. 
The Circular does not affect the inter- 
pretation of the law in any way. It 
merely draws the attention of the magis- 
trates to the necessity for very careful 
inquiry before they commit children to 
industrial schools. That is the whole 
pith and gist of the Circular. The hon. 
Member who has just sat down spoke 
of this Cireular as being an instruction 
to the magistrates not to commit any 
children to industrial schools, but there 
is not a word in the Circular to justify 
such an assertion. The hon. Member 
for South Fermanagh said the magis- 
trates took their law from the Lord 
Lieutenant, but that is not so. I have 
met a good many magistrates in Ireland. 
and I am sure they would resent any 
interference with their own interpreta- 
tion ofthe law. Irish magistrates can 
read for themselves, and put their own 
interpretation upon the law. While J 
admit that there is some necessity for an 
inquiry into the whole question of indus- 
trial schools in Ireland, | shall most cheer- 
fully go into the lobby against hon. 
Members opposite, because I am of 
opinion that the Circular should not be 
withdrawn. On the contrary, I believe 
it is a proper Circular, issued in the 
interests of the Irish people. 

*Mr. HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.): 1 
think the argument used by the hon. and 
gallant Member for Yarmouth demon- 
strates clearly the effect of this Circular 
upon magistrates. One of the main 
arguments in favour of this motion is 
that the Circular prevents magistrates 
doing what they have been in the habit 
of doing. 

*Sir JOHN COLOMB: The gist of my 
argument was that the Circular merely 


| called attention to what the law was, and 


called upon the magistrates to see that 
the law was carried out. 

*Mr. HEMPHILL: The magistracy 
of Ireland are a very intelligent body, and 
if they were not they would have no 
business to be magistrates. There is no 
question that the effect of the Circular 
is to tie the hands of the magistrates, and 
prevent them administering this useful 


‘Act in the manner which they have pre- 


viously done. ‘There is one passage in 
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the Circular to which I do not think 
sufficient attention has been called. The 
Circular sets forth that— 


“In order to remove any misunderstanding | 
his Excellency desires me to explain thatjhe is | 


advised that the Act was designed for the saving 
of children who, if not rescued, would grow up 
in vice.” 


That is completely out of place in a 


Circular issued to magistrates. Their 
jurisdiction ought to be altogether 
independent of Dublin Castle. The 


law invests them with certain powers, 


and it has not invested Dublin: 
Castle with any control over them. 
If the magistrates go beyond the 


law or disobey it. the remedy is in the 
Court of King’s Bench, and a Circular 


like this, giving instruction upon an Act | 


of Parliament nearly twenty-eight or 
twenty-nine years after the statute was 
enacted, is obviously issued with the 
inteution of swaying the Beneh, and 
interfering with the free exercise of their 
jurisdiction. In England 
would never tolerate a Circular from the 
Home Oftice telling them what an Act of 
Parliament meant. If they require 
assistance they can get it, and they 
can state a case for the opinion of the 
Court of King’s Bench if necessary. This 
Circular gives a particular instruction to 
the magistrate not contained within the 


limits of the Act, and it goes behind the | 


statute in order to state what the design 
of the statute was, although it is the 


duty of the Bench to interpret the! 


statute as it is written. There never 
was a simpler statute, and | do hope that 
tnany hon. Members opposite will have 
the courage to vote in support of the 
authority of the magistrates in Ireland. 
and declare that the officials at Dublin 
Castle have no right to interfere with 
the construction which they in the 
exercise of their judgment may place 
upon any statute. There is uot a 
word in the Act which states that the 
intention was simply to rescue children 
from evil surroundings. It is the fune- 
tion of a magistrate to satisfy himself 
upon the evidence, and no one ought to 
interfere with the exercise of his judg- 
ment upon that evidence. Even suppos- 
ing that a particular case was included in 


the particular categories mentioned in | 
the Act, the magistrate has still to deter- , 


mine whether it is expedient to deal with 
the case under the Act. Undoubtedly 
the words of the Circular are calculated 
to influence the magistrates, and since 
it was issued the manner in which the 


Mr, Hemphill, 


{COMMONS} 


magistrates | 
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Act has been administered for the last 
thirty years has undergone a change, 
' The figures quoted by the hon. Member 
who moved this resolution show what the 
effect of the Circular has There 
were 1,400 children, male and female. in 
the industrial schools in 1897, but after 
the issuing of this Circular that total fell 
in 1899 to 900. That speaks far more 
conclusively than any argument which 
has yet been put forward by hou. Mem- 
' bers opposite. We have also a further 
statement that the number of children 
in Dublin sent to the industrial school 
jatter the issuing of this Circular was 
reduced by 75 per cent. I am willing to 
| believe that the intention of the Govern. 
ment was not to divert so far the Act 
from its original intention. One of the 
things we are continually complaining 
of is that in Ireland the law is always 
) being meddled with, and it is not allowed 
to take its natural course. The House 
of Commons often passes good and reasun- 
able laws, but when they get across the 
channel they are interfered with by 
Circulars from the castle. The stipen- 
diary magistrates are given all the power, 
and the unpaid magistrates are mere 
puppets in their hands. Like many 
‘other Cirewlars which have emanated 
from Dublin Castle this Circular inter- 
feres with the proper exercise of judicial 
discretion by the magistrates of Ireland. 
Undoubtedly the speech of the Chiet 
Secretary for Ireland to-night was most 
sympathetic, and | believe that the most 
irreconcilable of the hon. Members below 
the gangway would be quite satisfied if 
the Chief Secretary could have his own 
way in the management of the affairs 
of Ireland. If this Circular is an innocent 
document why not withdraw it ? If it is 
not intended to control the magistrates 
why leave it in force ? There is more in 
this than hon. Members from Eugland 
can appreciate. This interference, this 
meddling with every department in every 
way, and with the administration of 
justice in Ireland is the radical cause ol 
all the troubles and misfortunes of that 
country, and of the irreconcilable discon- 
tent, which to my knowledge, instead of 
being diminished as time goes on, is burh- 
ing more intensified from year to year. 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Watertord) : 
[ think everybody interested in the 
‘existence and welfare of the industrial 
schools system in Ireland has reason to 
congratulate himself upon the course of 
this debate, and certainly hon. Members 


been. 
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on this side of the House and my hon. 
friend who initiated this debate have 
reason to congratulate themselves. I 
listened with the greatest possible interest 
to the speech of the Chief Secretary, and 
[ have come to the conclusion that this 
debate is likely to have a beneficial effect 
upon the subject in question. ‘There is 
no Member of the House more alive to the 
fact that ** soft words butter no parsnips ”’ 
than | am, and certainly hon. Members 
on this side of the House have in recent 
years, while receiving many soft assur- 
ances of sympathy, got very little practical 
benefit for their country ; and in listening 


to the Chief Secretary's speech I en-| 
deavoured to extract as far as I could | 


something practical out of it. We have 


had from beginning to end sympathetic | 


speeches—we have been accustomed 


to them; but I sawin the speech of | 
the right hon. Gentleman something | 


practical ; and it is because I think I 


detected some practical promise on his | 
part that I believe we are likely to derive | 


some benefit from this debate. 

If l understood the right hon. Gentle- 
man correctly, he has given to the House 
and to Ireland what amounts to three 
practical promisesor assurances. The first 
is with reference to the law dealing with 
reformatories. He has stated that the 
Home Secretary is introducing a Bill, and 
that he has induced the Home Secretary 
to introduce into it certain clauses 
dealing with Ireland which will remove 
the hateful state of the law which neces- 


sitates the sending of a child to prison | 
before it can be sent to a reformatory ; | 


and he has stated further that if through 
pressure of business the Home Necretary 
is unable to pass that Bill into law this 
session, he will embody these clauses in a 
separate Bill, and will then use his in- 
fluence to have that separate Bill passed 
into law this session. That, of course, 
does not go very far, some people may 
think ; but it is, so far as it goes, a valuable 
promise given by the right hon. Gentle- 
man, 


(7 May i901} 


The second promise which, as [ | 


1038 


| remove the misapprehension or tu set the 
matter right. I gather that | have not 
misrepresented the statement of the 
‘right hon. Gentleman. Therefore, the 
right hon. Gentleman has given on this 
point to the House and to Ireland a 
promise which I regard as of very great 
(importance. The third promise which 
I understood the right hon. Gentleman 
made to the House was, if possible, more 
important than either of the first two. 
It was this. He declared, of course, that 
the law must be maintained, but he said 
it was his firm conviction that the institu- 
tion of these industrial schools was a 
most valuable institution, and one which 
should not be allowed to be destroyed, 
and if he found by the operation of the 
law that these institutions were being 
| destroyed, that it would be his duty. by 
some such administrative action as was 
open to him, to preserve these institutions 
from destruction. I regard that also as a 
very important promise made by the 
right hon. Gentleman, and one that will 
be taken note of widely in Ireland, and 
one which, | think, justifies me in the 
statement with which I commenced— 
| that this debate has been productive of a 
| good deal of benefit. We will now await 
|the development of the question. We 
will see what the right hon. Gentleman 
will do, and how soon he will take action 
in order to redeem his promise. Having 
| made these clear and definite promises to 
| us, [do not think we would be right if we 
| went to a division, and I would suggest 
to my hon. friend who moved this motion, 
and who was instrumental in raising 
this valuable debate, that he should 
withdraw his motion, and I would recom- 
| mend the friends of the industrial schools 
in Ireland to carefully watch develop- 
ments in the future, and see how soon the 
right hon. Gentleman will take practical 
action to carry his promises into effect. 
Mr. O'MARA: In view of the pro- 
mises that have been made by the Chief 
Secretary, and on account of the appeal 
made to me by the leader of my party, I 


Schools. 


| 
| 
| 


understand, he desired to make was this. beg leave to withdraw the motion. 


lle contends that this Circular has not 
heen misunderstood in Ireland by the | 
magistrates, and his second promise is | 
that he will institute some inquiry—I | 
do not ask him to state in what way— 
to ascertain whether our contention is 
right or not, and if he finds we are right 
in the matter he will take such action as | 
may be necessary, either by the issue of a | 
hew Circular or in some other way, to 


| tinuation schools. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn, 


CONTINUATION SCHOOLS. 

*Mr. SAMUEL SMITH (Flintshire) 
called attention to the question of con- 
He had brought the 
subject before the House on many ocea- 
sions, and a resolution which he moved 
some years ago was carried unanimously. 
Since then there had been an enormous 
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development. He was glad to say that, 
whereas twelve years ago the number 
of children attending continuation schools 
was only 30,000, the number now was 
174,000. He was told that, owing to 
the Cockerton judgment, no less than 
150,000 might have to be dismissed, 
except in so far as they might be provided 








for in the legislation announced that 
day. He hoped that the Education Bill 


would contain provisions of a very clear 
and explicit kind. He thought they were 
all agreed that to withdraw a child from 
school after reaching the age of thirteen 
Ineant a great waste. If children left 
school atthat age they were oftenunder no 
control ; they wandered about the streets, 
and frequented public-houses and low 
music-halls. Out of that class came the 
modern Hooligan, of whom there was a 
large number in the metropolis. He 
had inquired into the whole system of 
elementary education in Germany, and 
he found that pupils were generally 
required to attend evening schools until 
they were seventeen years of age. Older 
hoys attended these continuation schools 
two or three evenings a week, and the 
result was that Germany did not possess 


the class of Hooligan we had in this 
vountry. There was nothing more 
serious for a child than to be turned 


adrift at thirteen,and allowed to roam 


about the streets in large towns. un- 
checked and unhindered. He would 


like to quote some remarks that fell 
from the President of the National 
Union of Teachers last month— 

“The Hooligan or street blackguard is not a 
sudden growth ; he is the result of street edu- 
WM fo aie The thoughtful student 
of modern lite sees nothing sadder than the 
vrowds of boys and girls in the streets late at 
night, exposed to many and serious dangers, 
acquiring evil habits, and generally laying the 
foundation of a life of idleness, vice, or crime. 
iiven the little ones, who ought to be at home 
in the care of their parents, are found in the 
streets in charge of those scarcely older than 
themselves. The bad manners which some of 
the critics ascribe to the elementary schools are 
really the consequence of this. The boisterous, 
rude behaviour, the vulgar and coarse language, 
and the inculcation of positively sinful deeds 


are facts which must be faced and fought . . 
- . What kind of parents would allow 


their little ones to sleep out night after night 
without taking the ‘osuhis even to enquire ‘for 
them at the police station? Ask at any police 
office how far this is true. Is aman a tather 
who permits or compels his child, under the 
pretence of selling matches, papers, or like things, 


to bring him money to spend on drink? And 
there are mothers! When we think of 


‘mother’ what endearing and noble images 
arise in the mind, yet there are mothers so 
degraded, so utterly unworthy of their name, 


{COMMONS} 
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so lust to allfsense of their duties and privileges, 
that savage women ignorant of C hristianity ; are 
in such respects their superiors. . . 
After thirty years of educational effort why is 
it that with these parents the standard of duty 
isso low? Why has a lad or girl no nobler 
sense of enjoyment than that which comes from 
riotous conduct in the streets? Thoughtful con- 
sideration gives the reply. because they have no 
homes. Until self-respect leavens the being, and 
until that is founded on decent conditions of daily 
life, progress is impossible. Decency is almost 
impossible ,;where families are herded together.” 
That was a plain statement from a man 
of practical judgment, and it was true 
more or less that we had a semi-savage, 
semi-criminal class in all our large towns. 
He had often thought we should never 
exterminate that class until we insisted 
on the prolonged education of children, 
What really Was required by these chil- 
dren was discipline, and the evening 
schools provided this for some years 
longer than was possible in the day 
schools. He wouldgivethe substance of his 
argument in a few lines which he would 
quote from Dr. Paton, of Nottingham- 

‘Kirst we build up at an immense expenst 
— of primary education, and 
then see and allow the results of it to be very 
largely wasted and lost. Teachers speak dis 
mally of the havoc to the fruit of theirlabours 
in the first two years after school is lett. The 
garden which by daily culture has been brought 
into such anadmirable and promising condition 
is given over to utter neglect ; the money, the 
time, the labour bestowed upon it are lost. We 
cease to educate at the most important, most 
plastic, most receptive period of life.” 
That was written a few years ago. Our 
educational system had been gradually 
improving. If the Vice-President of the 
Council had been present he was sure 
the right hon. Gentleman would have 
given a sympathetic reply. but in his 
absence the hon. Member thought th 
best thing he could do was to move the 
resolution standing in his name. 

Mr. WM. JONES (Carnarvonshite 
Arfon) formally seconded the motion. 
! : F 
Motion made, and Question proposed 
That. in view of the vast number 
children whose education 
thirteen years of age or less. and in view 
of the increase of youthful offender 
in the metropolis. owing in large measur 
to the absence of parental control and 
to the licence of the streets, it is desirabl 
to extend the advantage of evens 
continuation schools to the whole chili 
population, and to require the atte 
dance in the case of boys to the age 
sixteen for at least two evenings pe 
week.’—(Mr. Samuel Smith.) 

It being midnight, the debate  stoo 
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PETITIONS. 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Wednesday, 8th May, 1901. EDUCATION ‘YOUNG CHILDREN) 
(SCHOOL ATTENDANCE) (SCOTLAND) 


pare ray BILL. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. Petition in favour, from Hamilton ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


DUBLIN ST. JAMES’ GATE BREWERY , ELEMENTARY EDUCATION (HIGHER 
TRAMWAYS BILL. GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUA- 
TION SCHOOLS). 
Petition from Willesden, for alteration 
of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 


As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time. 


ft 
ALFRETON GAS BILL [Lors}. LOCAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS 
x KOURNEMOUTH CORPORATION BILL SUPERANNUATION BILL. 
[Lords]. eres iy oe ihe, es 
Petition from Willesden, in favour ; 


* KING'S NORTON AND NORTHFIELD ‘to lie upon the Table. 

URBAN DISTRICT TRAMWAYS BILL 

[Lords]. 

OAKHAM WATER BILL [Lords]. MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 
Petitions in favour, trom Bedwellty ; 

Abertillery ; Troederhiw ; and Arfoed ; 

to lie upon the Table. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


WINSFORD URBAN DISTRICT (GAS 
TRANSFER, ETC.). 
Report [7th May] from the Select 


| Committee on Standing Orders read. 


PCCM CHAECALES FEORVIESIO 


RATING OF GROUND VALUES. 
Petition from London, for legislation ; 
to lie upon the Table. 
Bill ordered to be brought in by Sir 
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: John Brunner and Mr. Tomkinson. 
t ROMAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY IN 


IRELAND 
RAILWAY BILLS (GROUP 6). Petition from Dumbarton, against 
Mr. Kimper reported from the Com- establishment ; to lie upon the Table. 
mittee on Group 6 of Railway Bills, 
* That the parties promoting the South- SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
ampton and Winchester Great Western SUNDAY BILL. 
Junction Railway Bill had stated that ge apd ; : 
the evidence of Mr. Percival Gordon, Petitions in favour, from Bassing- 
| Smith, of the Local Government Board, , bourn ; Birmingham (four) ; Oldbury ; 
' St. Stephen’s House, Victoria Embank- | Minshull ; Wigton ; Thirsk ; Thetford ; 
F ment, was essential to their case ; and, Witney ; Hunstanton ; Scarborough ; 
" it having been proved that his attendance Watford ; Johnby ; Burton Bradstock ; 
could not be procured without the inter- Sutton-in-the-Elms ; Toperoft ; Bratton 
vention of the House, he had been in-| Fleming; Ilfracombe; — Pickhill-cum- 
structed to move, That the said Mr. Roxby; Higher Walton ; Chipping 
Percival Gordon Smith do attend the | Norton; Kingston-on-Thames ;  Cas- 
said Committee to-morrow at half-past terton; Dundry (two); Stourbridge ; 
Eleven of the clock. Brighton ; Wimbledon ; Shirehampton ; 
Bridport ; Salisbury ; Baldwins Gate ; 
Ordered, That Mr. Percival Gordon Stourbridge ; Belvedere; Ebbw Vale ; 
Smith do attend the Committee on Alcester (two); Brockdish ; Helpstone ; 
Group 6 of Railway Bills to-morrow’ Bleadney ; Portsmouth ; Kings Heath ; 
at half-past Eleven of the clock. Redditch ; Astwood Bank; Studley ; 
VOL. XCIII. [Fourru Series.] 2P 
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Cradley ; Hayes Lane ; Poplar ; Burgh- | 


clere; Ipswich; Blencowe;  Ivegill ; 
Holbeach (two) ; Kingsclere (two) ; Bur- 
bage ; Bolton ; Newbury (eight) ; Bristol 


(two); Ashton-under-Lyne; Halifax 
(two); Kenilworth: Burslem; Holt ; 
Great Grimsby; Cleethorpes; Green- 


ham; Otley; Leckhampstead Thicket 
(two); Hamstead Norris; Thatcham : 
Boxford ; Stockeross: Inkpen; Small 
Heath ; Heptonstall Slack ; Stockton- 
on-Tees; Newlyn: Penzance (two) ; 
Gulval (two); Chaddleworth ; Wood- 
hay; St. Cleopas: Over; Falmouth ; 
Grassington ; Silsden ; Kingsbury ; 
Penistone; Cawthorne; Mousehole ; 
Mezelah; Tregasara: Newlyn; Pen- 
dem; St. Agnes, Scilly ; St. Mary’s, 
Scilly ; Blackwell ; Oadby ; Newmarket 
(two); Great Driffield: Bardwell ; 
Whitehaven; Chieveley: Youlgrave ; 
Dethrick ; Rowhope: Norristhorpe ; 
Littletown ; East Ilsley; Dartmouth ; 
Wombwell (three): Kirkley and Pake- 
field; Wellingborough; Barnsley : 
Lowestoft; New Shildon (three) ; 
Heckmondwike : Old Shildon;  Or- 
pington ; Wakefield : Winstord ; 
Norwood ; Horsham; Enfield ; Wood 
Green ; Redditch ; Walthamstow ; 


Bradford; Melksham;  Cartbridge ; 
Islington; Higher Broughton; Not- 
tingham ; Millwall: Farnham (two) ; 
Pallion ; Ambleside ; Felixstowe ; 


Halesowen ; South Wigston ; 
Compton ; and Lindsell ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN BILL. 


Oldbury 
Salis- 


Petitions in favour, from 
Frodsham ; Askam-in-Furness : 


bury; Stourbridge; Shirehampton ; 
Higher Walton; High Bray; Shore- 
ditch ; Ashton-under- Lyne; Platt 
Bridge; ‘Trowbridge; Halifax; Con-' 
gleton ; Salford; Small Heath; Bir- 
mingham (two); Wood Green; and 


Chichester ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petitions in favour, from Dalrymple ; 
Hutton and Corrie ;/show that the agricultural populatior 


Parton ; Campsie ; 
Tundergarth ; and St. Mungo; to lie 
upon the Table. 


{COMMONS} 


Little ' 
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RETURNS, ETC. 


PRISONS (ENGLAND AND WALES). 


Paper [presented 7th May] to be 
printed. [No. 159.] 


TRUSTEE SAVINGS BANKS REGULA 
TIONS. 


Paper [presented 7th May] to be 


printed. [No. 160.} 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 


Copy presented, of Report of the Pro- 
ceedings of the Board of Trade up to the 
31st December, 1900, and of the pro- 
ceedings of the Light Railway Com- 
missioners up to the same date [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed 
[No. 161.] 


INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION 
(IRELAND). 

Copy presented, of Report of the Inter- 
mediate Education Board for Ireland 
for the year 1900 [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY 
THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 
Arundel Port.—Copy of Annual Report 
and General Account of the Commis: 
sioners of Arundel Port for period from 
25th March. 1900, to 25th March, 1901 
[by Act]. 


LAND TENURE BILL. 


[Seconp READING.] 
Order for Second Reading read. 


Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): In moving the Second Reading 
of this Bill I wish to say that I do not 
‘think there could be any more important 
‘subject brought before the attention of 
this House than the condition of our 
'rural districts, for undoubtedly the 
| statistics of the recent Census returns 


|is gradually drifting into the towns. In 
| my opinion that is a serious matter, not 
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only to the towns, where it creates undue | 
competition in labour, but it is also a| 
very serious matter for agriculture. | 
| know from my own experience that | 
farmers are at their wits’ end to get | 
the labour to cultivate the land, and it 
is impossible for them to do so unless | 
they can get it at the proper season ot | 
the year. Iam certain that any practical | 
farmer will agree with me when I say | 
that it is absolutely essential to till she | 
land at the proper season, otherwise 
you will not get any crop at all. This. 
Bill deals with this pressing problem, | 
which is of national importance, and 
I think the House will not begrudge 
the time spent in considering it. 

I am not introducing a heroic measure. | 
This Bill, in my opinion, is a moderate, 
simple, and straightforward one, and 
the principle involved is that the capital 
of the tenant farmer should be secure 
against confiscation. No man _ ought 
to object to such a measure, no good 
landlord would object to it, and no 
landlord ought to object. 1 think the 
principle that the man who makes an 
improvement shall reap the reward of 
such improvement is a_ thoroughly 
sound one, and calculated to encourage 
the best cultivation of the land. It is 
perfectly well known that farmers have 
to suffer many risks. They have to/| 
suffer not only trade risks, but also the 
risk of the seasons. A man may plant | 
twenty bushels of wheat in a ten-acre | 
field, but no man can tell how much he 
is going to get out of it. Ifa man has 
to suffer these risks together with the 
tisks of the climate it is intolerable that 
his capital should be liable to confiscation. | 
It is proposed in the first clause that such 
sum as fairly represents the value of 
an improvement to an incoming tenant 
shall be paid to the man who makes the 
improvement. This is a fair proposal, 
because if a tenant makes an improve- 
ment which is worth nothing he will not 
be paid anything for it, but if he makes 
a change which is of great value to the 
holding, surely the man who, by his 
capital and industry, has made that 
change or improvement, should be paid 
for it. The landlord is safeguarded, 
because if an improvement is worth 
nothing the tenant will not be paid for 
it, and the landlord is in the position of 
an interested spectator who can see his 





| this. 





1901}. Bill. 1046 
property improving without cost to 


himself. I propose by the second clause— 
that— 


‘“‘where the tenant has sustained any loss 
or damage from game that he has not the 
lawful right to kill, he shall at any time 
and from time to time during the tenancy be 
entitled to claim compensation from his land- 
lord for such loss or damage, and any agree- 
ment to the contrary shall be void.” 





I cannot imagine that any man—even 
the most bigoted Conservative on the 
opposite side of the House, if there are 
any—could object to such a clause as 
If a man’s crops are damaged by 
game which he has no lawful right to 
kill, surely the person to whom that game 
belongs should pay. It is almost impos- 
sible that a farmer can pay his outgoings 
and his rent if he has his crops destroyed 
or devoured, and he ought to be able 
to claim compensation for any such 
damage. The next clause proposes to 
extend the operation of the Ground 
Game Act. At the present time the 
right of the occupier to kill ground game 
with firearms is limited to himself and 
one other person. If it is necessary that 
the occupier should have the right to 
kill ground game by firearms, then why 
not give him the right more freely ! 
I have never understood why a farmer, 
who has to maintain the ground game, 
should not be able to invite his friends 
to shoot rabbits and have a little sport. 
Under the present system, if you are 
ferreting rabbits, when you put the 
ferret in on one side of the hedge and 
the rabbit bolts out at the other side, a 
farmer has no chance of shooting that 
rabbit. It may be said that under 
this clause farmers would be tempted 
to kill the winged game belonging to 
the landlord. My contention is that it 
would have just the opposite effect, for 
a man is more likely to “pot” at a 
partridge or a pheasant if he is alone 
than when he is accompanied by friends. 
I cannot help thinking that this clause 
will add to the protection of the winged 
game. The principle is that the man 
who rears and feeds this ground game 
should have the right to kill it. I am 
also in favour of the farmer having 
freedom for cropping, providing that 
the fertility of the soil is maintained. 1 
will never be a party to any measure 
which would tend to impoverish the 
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soil. We want to encourage the best 


methods of cultivation and _ penalise 
any tenant who goes to a farm, robs it 
of its fertility, and then leaves it in an 
impoverished condition in order to go 
to another farm. We have here a 
proviso that a tenant shall have freedom 
of cropping and disposal of produce, 
provided that he has made a reasonable 
provision to protect the holding from 
injury or deterioration. When there 
is a proviso that the holding shall not 
be allowed tosuffer injury ordeterioration, 
then it is only reasonable that the tenant 
farmer should have the right to cultivate 
whatever crop he pleases. You would 
not dream of tying up any manufac- 
turer as to the manner in which he 
should produce a certain article, and 
you should not tie up the farmer as 
to what he shall produce. The agent of 
the landlord may insist upon those 
old-fashioned and out-of-date methods 
of cultivation which may have been 
all right in the middle of last century 
but which are altogether out of place 
to-day. The farmer should have the 
right to cultivate what he likes and take 
advantage of his opportunities. Some- 
times a man sows a field of corn and it 
comes to nothing. Why on earth, if he 
brings in the proper manure substitute, 
should he not be able to till the field 
again ? Suppose a man has a considerable 
quantity of hay which is dear when 
corn is cheap. Why should he not 
have the right to sell his hay and buy 
corn? A farmer has often these 
obstacles before him, and he should be 
allowed to cultivate the land exactly as 
he pleases provided that no injury is 
done to the farm. 

Now I come to a clause which may 
excite some little controversy, and it 
is one which proposes that where a tenant 
is unreasonably evicted from a farm he 
shall be entitled to compensation for 
disturbance. Anyone who has studied 
this question knows that the tenant 
is at a great disadvantage, as compared 
with the landlord, upon leaving or 
changing his farm. If a farm is in good 
condition and the buildings are in good 
order, it costs a landlord nothingtochange 
his tenant. [An Hon. MemBer: Yes it 
does,] What does it cost him? If the 
landlord does improvements for the 


new tenant which he would not do for 


Mr. Lambert. 


{COMMONS} 
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the old tenant, then I admit it costs him 


something, but I hope landlords will not 
for a moment pursue that policy. 
tenant it is a very serious matter to 


Toa 


change farms. He has to go into a new 
neighbourhood, and sever his business 
connections and all his old associations, 


and, what is still more important, he has 


to gain experience of his new farm, 
Any man who understands the cultiva- 
tion of land knows that different fields 
have different , capacities. Some fields 
will produce one thing abundantly and 
some another, and you can only get to 
know this by experience. While to the 
landlord a change of tenancy means very 
little, a change to the tenant may mean 
ruin. It is absolutely essential for the 
successful cultivation of the land to have 
reasonable security of tenure. This has 
been shown to be essential in Scotland, 
where the tenants had nineteen years 
leases, and the land has fallen into disuse, 
because it is impossible for a tenant 
farmer at the present time, with prices 
fluctuating so much, to bind himself to 
pay a fixed rent for a period of nineteen 
years. Good cultivation and anything 
that will encourage it should be en- 
couraged by this House, because it 
means an increase in our home produe- 
tion. I may be asked, what is an un- 
reasonable disturbance ? I should say 
it was an unreasonable disturbance to 
raise a man’s rent on his own improve- 
ments, and, if he did not consent to pay 
the increase, to make him quit his farm. 
I should say that it was unreasonable 
disturbance to evict a man on account 
of his political or religious convictions. 
There was a case of this kind occurred 
in Norfolk, where a farmer had been in 
possession of a farm for sixteen years. 
He had paid his rent regularly, and was 
one of the best farmers in the county ; 
but he held strong religious and political 
opinions. He worked very hard at the 
late election for a gentleman who is now 
a Member of this House, but the day 
after the declaration of the poll he re- 
ceived notice to quit his farm and home. 
I say that that is an interference with his 
political and religious liberty, and it is an 
act which savours more of the Spanish 
Inquisition than of the enlightened 
days of the twentieth century. I say 
without fear of contradiction that such 
an action would constitute in the eyes 
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of any reasonable man unreasonable 
eviction from a farm. 

The next provision deals with the 
limitation of time for distress. 


have preferred to abolish  distraint 


altogether, but I have taken the proposal. 
equality. 


in the Government Bill of last year, 
which they dropped owing to the opposi- 
tion of their supporters. I have em- 
bodied that clause in this Bill, hoping to 
meet the objections of hon. Members 
opposite. If a man gets into arrear with 
his rent, he is entirely at his landlord’s 
mercy, and I do not think that is a 
good thing either for the landlord or the 
tenant. There is also a proposal to give 
compensation for permanent pasturage, 
which adds to the value of the farm, and 
there is also a proposal that the farmer 
shall have liberty to plant fruit trees for 
fruit cultivation. We know that a change 
of cultivation is absolutely necessary 
now, and if men wish to make farming 
pay they must be prepared to devote 


themselves to dairy farming and the, 


production of meat. Permanent pastu- 
rage cannot injure the farm, because if 
you want to change the cultivation you 
can easily plough it up. It will do the 
landlord no harm to lay down permanent 
pastures, and if there is an increased 
agricultural value added to the holding, 
surely the landlord ought to be willing 
to pay the tenant for that added value. 
| believe myself that in many districts 
there are good opportunities for success- 
ful fruit farming. Let us hope that 
the prospects of fruit farming will not be 
stifled by the tax on sugar. It may be 
said that it is very easy to get the consent 
of the landlord, but practically it is no 
such thing. When a tenant goes to his 
landlord to ask consent to plant fruit 
trees and to lay down permanent pastures, 
the landlord thinks there may be some 
compensation to pay for these things, 
and he hesitates to give his consent. 
Very often the tenant has to suffer 
because the landlord’s consent has been 
withheld. I think it is very unreason- 
able that up-to-date methods of cultiva- 
tion should be restricted by old-fashioned 
legislation. Why should we not give 
every facility for the production of as 


much agricultural produce as possible in 


our own country, so as to give employ- 
ment to our own people ? 

There must be many questions which 
will arise for settlement between landlord 


{8 May 1901} 


I should | 
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and tenant, and the procedure which is 


| proposed by this Bill is one of the most 


important parts of this measure. The 
procedure suggested for the settlement 
of disputes between landlords and 
tenants aims at simplicity, cheapness, and 
Under the Agricultural Hold- 
ings Act the claim of the tenant has to be 
lodged before the determination of the 
tenancy, and the landlord is able to see 
it before he draws up his counter-claim. 
This is very unfair. It is like two men 
playing at cards, one of them being 
compelled to play with his cards exposed 
on the table. What this clause does is 
to put both parties on terms of perfect 
equality, and surely in every case involv- 
ing a dispute where a judicial judgment 
is wanted, both parties should be placed 
upon an equal footing and no favouritism 
should be shown. The cost of arbitra- 
tion is very largely in excess of what 
it ought to be. At present the landlord 
and the tenant each appoint an 
arbitrator, and if these two gentlemen 
cannot decide they have to call in an 
umpire. All this means expense. I 
have been told of a case in North Devon 
where the award made was £400, and the 
costs amounted to the enormous sum of 
£120. That is a ridiculous farce, for the 
money has to come out of the pockets of 
the farmers, who can ill afford to pay it. 
The landlord is the richer party, and he 
has greater advantages than his tenant : 
and such a system as this is so costly 
that it tends to keep tenants from having 
any disputes or making claims for com- 
pensation from landlords. If you want 
any precedents for this clause, there are 
plenty. Very frequently a Local Govern- 
ment Board inspector is sent down to a 
large town to inquire whether the 
water supply is sufficient, and to see 
into other matters in dispute, and surely 
if one man is sufficient for that purpose 
one man ought to be enough to settle 
disputes between landlord and tenant. 
The provision in the Bill is that the 
procedure adopted in the Bill of last year 
shall be compulsory, and that in the 
event of disagreement between the 
landlord and tenant the final umpire 
shall be appointed by the Board of 
Agriculture, who would, no doubt, see 
that a capable and practical man was 
appointed. 

I do not introduce this Bill with the 


idea of harassing landlords. This 
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measure will not touch the good land- 
lord ; it will only protect the good tenant | 
from the bad landlord. It will, in my 
opinion, also encourage good cultivation, 
which is very important in our country 
districts. 
legislate now. We know there is a 
keen competition for farms, and this 
competition constrains tenant farmers to 
come and offer more money for the 
farms than they can afford to pay, and | 
to sign conditions which are almost 
intolerable. I know it is said that there 
are more farms than farmers. The 


evidence given before the Agricultural | 


the tenant 


Commission proves that 
fair-play and 


farmer is unable to get 
freedom in his own country. That is all | 
I ask this House to give to tenant 
farmers in this Bill. I see that there | 
are two motions down on the Paper 
for the rejection of this Bill. The hon. 
Member for St. 
motion about six weeks before the 
Bill was printed, but I presume that he 
has since thought better of it, for he is 
not now in his place. I cannot see how 
any man can object to this Bill, which, 
as I have said before, will not touch the 
good landlord, but will protect the good 
tenant from the bad landlord. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


*Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barn- 
staple) : Knowing as I do how keenly my 
constituents are interested in this Bill, I 
feel that I should be lacking in due regard 
for their interests if | were not to support 
this Bill upon the present occasion. It 


seems to me that there is a broad prin- | 


ciple underlying all the provisions con- 
tained in this measure, namely, justice | 
to the good landlord and to the good | 
tenant, and short shrift to the bad land- 
lord and the bad tenant. Iam sure that | 
no hon. Member of this House wishes to 
see the number of bad tenants increase, 
and I feel sure that they would like to see 
them diminished. The kind of men we | 
want on the land are shrewd, hard- 
working business men of ability, who 
will devote the whole of their time and 
attention to their business. We want | 
men on the land with a sufficient amount | 


Mr. Lambert. 


{COMMONS} 


It may be asked why we should | 


Albans put down his | 
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of capital to ensure that they will have, 
at any rate, a fair start. If you are to get 
those shrewd, hard-working men of 
ability you must offer them such terms 
and conditions as shrewd men will be 
prepared to accept. You must also offer 
them proper security for their capital, 
and a reasonable prospect of reaping a 
fair return for their labour. It seems to 
me that tenant farmers have a right to 
come to Parliament and ask this House 
to say what those terms shall be. Parlia- 
ment has already recognised its duty in 
this respect. We have recognised the 
fact that the tenant farmer has no power- 
ful trades union behind him in order to 
protect his interest, and you have realised 
the fact that it is necessary for the State 
‘to interfere to protect the tenant farmer 
in his dealings with his landlord. You 
have recognised this principle in various 
Agricultural Holdings Acts, and in the 
Ground Game Act you have gone so far 
as to say that the tenant shall not be 
allowed to contract himself out of the 
benefits which the State has conferred 
upon him. I say that if we can prove 
that the provisions of this Bill are just 
and reasonable, as between the landlord 
and the tenant, and that it will increase 
the number of good tenants and diminish 
the number of bad ones, it should not 
only: be read a second time, but facilities 
ought to be given in order that it may 
| become law this session. 

| I will take the case of the bad tenant 
farmer first. I say this Bill will diminish 
\the number of bad tenant farmers, and 
the clause I rely upon for accomplishing 
this is Clause 6, which limits the time for 
making a distress. In many parts of 
England, as my hon. friend has said, 
there is a keen competition for farms at 
the present time, notwithstanding the 
very small profits which are being made by 
farmers. Amongst the competitors are to 
be found men who have had little or no 
| experience of farming, men who have little 
| or no capital, and men who are incapable 
| of assessing the true rent of a farm. Such 
men often offer more rent than they can 
possibly afford to pay consistently with 
' making a business success of the venture. 
I think it will be admitted that naturally 
the landlord will have a prejudice in 
favour of the tenant who offers the 
highest rent. It is perfectly true that 4 
wise landlord will endeavour to get 4 


j 
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good practical farmer for a tenant, but 
a number of instances could be given 
in which the offer of the good practical 
farmer has been refused, and the offer of 
a tenant accepted because he was willing 
to pay a higher rent, although he was 
not otherwise possessed of the necessary 
qualification. Under these circumstances 
an unhealthy competition is set up, and 
that competition would be somewhat 
diminished by this Bill, even it it did not 
abolish it altogether. The landlord 

knows perfectly well that, under the 
present conditions, his rent is absolutely 
safe. He knows that whoever else may 
suffer, he is the last man to lose. The 
agricultural implement maker, the 
manure merchant, and the seedsman 
may all go unpaid, but the landlord comes 
in front of them all, because he has a 
prior claim. It may be true that ocea- 
sionally the landlord does not get his rent, 
and that he runs the risk of his farm 
depreciating in value. If his farm is in 
poor condition he does not care much 
about that, because he knows that he is 
always sure of being able to get another 
tenant, and the weary round of bank- 
ruptey and ruin of small tradesmen goes 
steadily on. This clause would stop a 
good deal of that. At the end of the year 
the landlord would have to investigate 
the position of his tenant's affairs if his 
rent was unpaid, and such an investiga- 
tion could not fail to be beneficial. If he 
should discover that the trouble arose 
from no fault of his tenant, or if he finds 
that there is a reasonable prospect of 
affairs coming round again, then, natu- 
tally, as a good landlord, he would let 
his rent stand over and take his place 
with the other creditors, and they would 
all be in the same boat. If, on the other 
hand, he found that his tenant had been 
negligent, if he found that his farm was 
going to rack and ruin, and there was no 
prospect of a better state of things, then 
not only would he terminate the tenancy, 
but he ought to take that course, and then 
there would be one bad tenant the less. 


This Bill also deals with another class 
of bad tenants with whom I am _per- 
feetly certain there will be no sympathy. 
I refer to a elassof men known as bad 
shooting tenants. A considerable number 
of them consider that when they have 
paid their rents and the expenses of 
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thing that is necessary. They do not 
consider that they are absolutely de- 
pendent upon the tenant farmer for 
the amount of sport they enjoy, and they 
fail to realise the elementary principle 
that no man has a right to enjoy 
sport at the expense of other people, 
and more particularly at the expense of 
a hardworking, industrious set of men 
like the tenant farmers. Clause 2 would 
give full compensation for all damage done 
by winged game, and I think such a 
clause is urgently required. I have seen 
stooks of corn on fields adjacent to 
moors simply black with grouse, and 
it is idle to say that they do not con- 
sume many bushels of corn, for which 
the farmer can obtain no compensation. 
As the law now stands the tenant 
farmer is not entitled to a penny as 
compensation for such damage; he is 
not allowed to touch a feather of those 
birds ; and the only thought he has to 
console him is that he is feeding birds 
for the sport of a richer man than 
he is himself. Suppose a farm is let 
upon a long lease, and a change of 
the shooting tenancy oceurs. The old 
tenant may have been in the habit 
of rearing a few hundred birds, whereas 
the new tenant may rear thousands. 
And still the tenant farmer is not 
entitled to a penny of compensation. He 
may see his fields overrun with flocks of 
what are practically tame poultry, and 
still he cannot get a penny out of his land- 
lord. Surely this is wrong, and I sincerely 
trust the House will not allow this 
injustice to continue, more particularly 
having regard to the fact that you are 
punishing the poor man in order that the 
rich man may enjoy the luxury of sport. 
I know that in this Bill the remedy is 
against the landlord, and not against the 
shooting tenant, but the landlord can 
contract himself out of this liability by 
stipulating that his shooting tenant shall 
pay all reasonable compensation to the 
tenant farmer. In this way the burden 
would be borne by the right shoulders. 
There is another clause which the ten- 
ant farmers are very strong about, and it 
is the clause giving them a further right 
than they now enjoy under the Ground 
Game Act. If this Bill becomes law a 
tenant farmer will be able to have his 
little parties for rabbit shooting, and he 


their keepers they have done every-| will thus be able to combine business with 
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pleasure. By giving this harmless boon 


you will be considerably increasing the 
amenities of country lite, and I should 
like hon. Members to remember that 


what is sauce for the goose is sauce for | 


the gander. You like to have your 
shooting parties and kill your pheasants 
in a sportsmanlike manner, and I do 


not see why the tenant farmer should | 


not have the right to shoot his rabbits 
also in a sportsmanlike manner. There 
are many other clauses, but they have 
been so very ably explained by my hon. 
friend that I need only say I heartily 
approve of all of them. Their general 
tendency seems to me to be that a farmer 
shall have the right to manage his own 
farm in his own way. and | think the man 
who has to use the raw material and get 
his living out of it knows a good deal more 
about it than the man who has only got 
the raw material to sell or let. I hope this 
Bill will pass into law, and if it does this 
House will have conferred a great boon 
upon agricultural tenants, and good 
landlords will not be one penny the worse. 


*Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN (Kent, 


Tunbridge): I rise for the purpose of | 
moving an Amendment which is not on | 


the Paper. It is as follows— 

“That this House, in view of the fact that 
an Act was passed last year dealing with the 
questions contained in the present Bill, is not 


prepared to alter the settlement so recently | 


arrived at.” 


In moving this Amendment I should | 


like to say that neither myself nor any of 
my hon. friends who will support me are 


less anxious than hon. Members opposite | 


that tenant farmers’ property should not 


be confiscated, and that they should have | 


absolute security and the full advan- 


tage of any improvements which they | 


make. But while we say that, we do 


think it is unreasonable to come here this | 


afternoon and ask this House to adopt 


such a measure as this, when a Bill was, 
passed so recently as last year dealing | 
The settle- | 


with these very questions. 
ment last year of these questions was 
arrived at after very exhaustive inquiry 
by a Royal Commission. and after a good 
many years of agitation. The subject 
was discussed a great deal last year by 
farmers associations. by the Central 
Chamber of Agriculture. and by almost 


Mr. Soares. 


{COMMONS} 
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everybody interested in the question 
who had a knowledge of the subject. 
Therefore, I say that to come here and 
ask us to upset that settlement, which 
was arrived at a year ago, is really invit- 
ing the House of Commons to do a thing 
| which it has never done before. The 
matter was fully discussed in this House 
on the Second Reading, and before the 
Standing Committee on Law in the last 
Parliament. 


| Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): Yes, by the last Parliament. 


*Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN : Does 
the hon. Member think this Parliament 
is so very much different to the last 
Parliament that we are likely to make 
a very great change like this ? My point 
is that a Bill upon this question was passed 
into law last year. The new Act came 
into force on the Ist of January this 
year, and everybody who knows any- 
thing about land knows that the ordinary 
time for terminating tenancies is the 
ordinary quarter days, of which only one 
has passed since the Act of last year 
| became law. Therefore, we have no 
experience whatever as to how that 
'Act is working, and we have not the 
slightest evidence as to whether it is 
giving satisfaction or not. Under these 
circumstances the hon. Member opposite 
| comes here and asks us to upset the whole 
of the settlement of last year by propos- 
ing a series of clauses which are nothing 
more or less than a réchauffé of the stale 
Amendments and new clauses which 
hon. Members opposite moved last. year. 
I have been interesting myself in going 
through the clauses of this Bill to see 
to what extent they were dealt with 
in this House last year. I find that 
every single one of them was touched 
upon in the Second Reading, and 
‘nearly every one of them was moved 
and most carefully considered, and after- 
wards rejected bythe Standing Committee 
on Law. Some of them were discussed 
and rejected on the Report stage. Let us 
_ take one or two of them. Clause 8, which 
| asks for a record of every holding to be 
| kept, was moved by my hon. friend the 
Member for East Northamptonshire as a 


new clause last year, and it was rejected 
| by 142 votes to 46; or take Clause 1, 
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cases, whether the parties are willing or 
not, there must be onlya single arbitrator. 
That clause also was moved as a new 


is no longer a Member of the House, and 
it was rejected by 189 votes to 77. Take 
Clause 7, which deals with improvements 
for which it is necessary to get the land- 
lord’s consent. ‘That question has been 











dealt with over and over again in this 
House by Amendments moved from both 
sides, and the House arrived at the 
settlement which was embodied in the 
Act of last year. 
5,a monstrous clause, providing compen- 
sation for unreasonable disturbance. My 
hon. friend the Member for East North- 
amptonshire moved an almost identical 
clause last year, which was rejected 
by 207 votes to 111. And now we are 
asked to discuss again all these stale 
Amendments and new clauses which 
the House refused deliberately to adopt 
last year. I venture to say that, what- 


ever may be the real effect of this Bill, | 


it is absolutely inopportune and most 
unreasonable to ask the House to waste 
its time discussing a question which was 
fully considered last year, and this is 
being done before you have any chance 
of letting us see how the new settlement 
works. The hon. Member who moved 
the Second Reading of this Bill seems to 
have an idea that if this Bill is passed it 
will form a remedy for the agricultural 
depression which has existed so long. 


Mr. LAMBERT: I never said so. 


*Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN: He 
gave us to understand that farming 
would be so much improved that the 
depression in agriculture due to falling 
prices would be very much modified. If 
the hon. Member could produce a mea- 
sure which would achieve that object he 
would be received with open arms on 
hoth sides of the House. But so far 
from this Bill being a panacea for agri- 


cultural depression, my idea is that it. 
will make matters much worse than they | 


are at present. The one chance of the | 


British agriculturist is in the mutual | 
confidence and loyal co-operation of all | 


those who are interested in the soil, but | 
this Bill will practically deprive the land- | 





{8 May 1901} 


Sub-section 3, which provides that in all | 


clause last year by Mr. Buchanan, who | 


Then there is Clause | 
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lord of the control of his own property. 
The hon. Member opposite said that a 
farmer should have the right to use his 
own land in his own way. That is all 
very well where the farmer is the occupy- 
ing owner, but when he happens to be 
using somebody else’s land it is rather 
a tall order. By this Bill you would 
drive the landlord from the control of his 
own property to a very large extent, and 
you would drive him back to the letter 
of thelaw. The result would be that you 
would destroy that mutual confidence 
which exists at the present time, and 
which is the one hope for agricultural 
prosperity. You would compel the land- 
lord to take advantage of the letter of the 
law, and I believe the last state of agricul- 
ture and of the tenant farmer would be 
{very much worse than the first. The 
hon. Member opposite claims that this 
Bill will give greater security to the 
tenant, but I contend that he has full 
security already. With regard to higher 
farming, from what I know of the far- 
mers of this country I think they are 
farming as high as their capital enables 
them to do at the present time, and | do 
not think that the tenants in the future 
are likely to have more capital to put into 
the land. But is it true that by farming 
as high as you possibly can you will make 
agriculture more profitable ? That cer- 
tainly is not the impression of the Royal 
Commission on Agriculture, upon which 
several hon. Members opposite served. 
Upon this question the report of the 
Royal Commission says— 


“ The evidence which we have received cer- 
tainly does not lead us to the conclusion that 
high farming can in this country counter- 
balance the effect of low prices. Sir John 
Bennet Lawes, than whom there is no higher 
authority, while holding that it is certainly 
bad economy to farm too low, is strongly of 
opinion that high farming is no remedy for low 
prices.” 


Then the report quotes some very remark- 
able evidence from this distinguished 
expert (Sir John Bennet Lawes), who 
said— 


“It is generally supposed, and has often been 
said, that the lower the prices of our agricul- 
tural crops, particularly of wheat and barley, 
we ought to grow more and more. Unfortun- 
ately the result of all onr experiments, which 
are very extensive, is that the reverse is the 
law. As you increase your crops so each 


bushel after a certain amount costs you more 
and more.” 
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Sir John Bennet Lawes was asked the | 
following questions— 
‘‘Then in you opinion a remedy is not to be 


found in higher cultivation in the sense of 
putting more manure to the land ?” | 


And the answer was— | 
“ No, it is quite contrary to that. The last | 


bushel always costs you more than all the | 
others.” 


Another question put to him was— 


“Then I suppose you would deduce from 
this that in the corn districts the higher the 
farmer has farmed his land in the sense of add- 
ing manure the worse has been the financial | 
result?” 


And the answer was— 

“ Yes, quite so.” 

And the last question was— 

“Do you think that those farmers who have 
farmed on a very high system have probably 
lost more money than those who have farmed 
on a lower scale ?” 

And the reply was— 

“*T am afraid so.” 

I contend, therefore, that even if this Bill 
had the effect of inducing farmers to 


put capital into the soil and to 
farm more highly than at present 


it would not be any real advantage to the | 
agricultural interest. The farmer has | 
got very full protection under the Act of 
last year, and it is quite unnecessary for 
us to try to alter that Act before we have 
given it a fair trial. 


With regard to the actual proposals 
which the hon. Member makes, I 
eonfess that I never read a_ Bill 


which was drafted in a more extraordi- 
nary —I think the proper word to use is 
*slipslop”"—way. The first clause 
practically repeals the first sub-section of 
Section 1 of the Agricultural Holdings 
Act of 1900, and I suppose in so 
doing it repeals also the first schedule 
to that Act to which it refers. It 
refers also to a new schedule in this 
Act, but when I turn to the end of the 
Bill I find that there is no schedule at 
all. A certain procedure is laid down in 
this Bill in respect to certain improve- 
ments, and when one looks for those | 
improvements they do not exist at all. 
This Bill also provides ** That a tenant 
shall be entitled to compensation for 


Mr. Griffith Boscawen. ; 


{COMMONS} 


_ words “ on quitting his holding.” 
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improvements at the determination of 
his tenancy,” leaving out altogether the 
What 
follows from this? That a tenant whose 
tenancy has been determined, but who 


| remains on the holding is to have com- 


pensation. If a tenancy is determined 
and the tenant wishes to renew the 
tenancy is he to receive compensation ! 
The ordinary plan is that the incoming 
tenant pays compensation to the outgoing 
tenant. In the case | have mentioned 


the same man will be both the ingoing 


and outgoing tenant, and has he to 


| pay some money out of one pocket into 
/another, or is the landlord to pay him 
|although he continues on the farm! 


If that is the case it is unfair to the 
landlord, because the same tenant. is 
still having the advantage of the im- 


| provements, and this Act suggests that 


the tenant is to receive compensation 
for the improvements which he is still 
enjoying. This is an extraordinary pro- 
position. Now | come to Sub-section 3 
of Section 1. This provides that in all 


‘cases, whether the parties like it or not, 


there is to be a single arbitrator. | 
venture to say that that is a most unwise 


| proceeding, likely to lead to more friction 


than the ordinary way of each appointing 
a valuer and leaving the settlement to 
an umpire in cases where an agreement 
cannot be arrived at. I think that is 
perfectly unnecessary, and would lead 
to friction with the landlord. Now we 
come to two clauses dealing with the 
game laws. So far as rabbits are con- 
cerned, the tenant at the present 
moment has full right to shoot rabbits, 
and I cannot say I have come across 
any demand for the present laws to be 
altered. The next clause provides 


'that where a man suffers damage, not 


by rabbits, which do by far the greatest 
amount of damage, but by winged 
game, he is to have compensation for 
that. I wonder whether the hon. Member 
has considered how that will work. 
Supposing that I am the owner of a 
cover, and he is thetenant of a farm on 
the neighbouring property ; game out 
of my cover strays on to his farm, and 
what happens? He can go to another 
party who happens to be his landlord 
and get compensation for damage done 
by my game. 











106 


} 
Bil 
*) 
is 1 
ela 
or ¢ 
ful 
tim 
to | 
sucl 
con 
Th 
to 
dan 
is | 
dar 
nel 
ten 
dan 
Rez 
suc 
fro1 
has 
whi 
fro! 
hav 
full 
to | 
pro 
saic 
ten: 
pro 
is 
abo 
lute 
6 
Sect 
Un 
full 
dan 
pro} 
reas 
say 
the 
getl 
Hol 
ings 
a tr 
farn 
Tha 
give 
own 
righ 
righ 
the 
ship 
Trel: 





1060 


on of 
r the 
What 
v hose 
who 
com- 
nined 
y the 
tion ! 
ming 
oing 
ioned 
yoing 
ie to 
into 
him 
irm ! 
» the 
it is 
. im- 
that 
ation 
still 
pro- 
on 3 
n all 
not, 
Psd 
wise 
‘tion 
ting 
it to 
nent 
it is 
lead 
we 
the 
con- 
sent 
bits, 
TOSS 
» be 
ides 
not 
test 
ged 
for 
ber 
ork, 
fa 
on 


out 
and 
her 
ord 
one 

















1061 Land Tenure {8 May 1901} Bill. 1062 


Mr. LAMBERT: That is not in the| tenant has a right to be there—and 

Bill. |you do recognise it by providing that 
‘he must be compensated for having 

*Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN: That to go—then you say that he has a 
is what the Bill says. Let me read the certain right to the soil; you at once 


clause. Clause 2 says— /enact dual ownership, and if you give 
“Where the tenant has sustained any loss | the tenant part of the landlord’s property 
or damage from game that he has not the law- | —for that is what vou are doing—you 


" . she ; , <a , ; 

al ight to kl he shall at any tine amd 0M you mast allow him the right to sel 
to claim compensation from his landlord for his position as tenant. If you give him 
such loss or damage, and any agreement to the fixity of tenure and free sale, I think 
contrary shall be void.” you will introduce into English land 
The clause does not say that he is only | legislation an element which has worked 
to receive compensation for loss or, badly elsewhere, and which would have 
damage from his landlord’s game. What disastrous results here. I ask the hon. 
is going to happen when the loss or Member as a practical agriculturist— 
damage is caused by game from a does he think that will conduce to 
neighbouring property? Why, the| the tenant’s comfort? If a landlord is 
tenant is to claim from his landlord for always to be in mere _ business 
damage done by somebody else’s game. relations with his tenants, it will be 
Really this is a very crude Bill when necessary to define what these relations 
such an effect could obviously follow are. The hon. Member knows very 
from the clause. The hon. Member well that landlords are in the habit of 
has not taken the trouble to consider giving beneficial leases and agreements 
what the clause would mean. Passing | to their tenants. But a landlord would 
from that and coming to Clause 4, we do nothing of the sort if when he had 
have another proposition which was given the tenant every benefit, the 
fully discussed last year with reference tenant could claim to be onthe game 
to freedom of cropping and disposal of by right and to be entitled to compensa- 
produce. A very great deal has been tion if removed. I think if that was 
said to-day as to the right that the enacted it would cause the tenant 
tenant ought to have in disposing of his farmers of this country a great deal 
produce. I venture to think that clause more harm than good. 

is perfectly unnecessary, and to talk! Coming to the other clauses of the Bill, 
about this right of the tenant is abso-| we have a limitation of the time for 
lutely unnecessary, because the matter distress. Well, that again was discussed 
is really very well settled and fully here at great length last year, and it was 
secured by Clause 6 of last year’s Bill. impossible to find any satisfactory con- 
Under that clause the tenant has really clusion, and the result was that the 
full protection, unless he does absolute House deliberately chose to fall back 
damage to the farm. I pass on to the on the provision which exists in the Act 
proposal to give compensation for un- of 1883, Section 44. which provides that 
reasonable disturbance. I venture to there shall be a limit of only one year 
say that is an absolute interference with | except in cases where the rents are de- 
the rights of property, and is alien alto-| ferred. Now that is a perfectly reason- 
gether to the spirit of the Agricultural | able proposition, and one for the advan- 
Holdings Acts. The Agricultural Hold-| tage of the tenants, because the tenant 
ings Acts go on the principle that where has very often an immense advantage 
a tenant has added something to the by deferred rent; whereas, if you 
farm he should be fully compensated. enact the hard and fast rule which would 
That is right and proper. This clause be laid down by this clause, no landlord 
gives the tenant something beyond his would allow time for deterred rent, seeing 
own improvements—that is, a certain | that he would lose his time for distress 
right in the soil itself and a certain altogether. Another clause _ provides 
right to be there. In other words, it is that a record of the holding must be 
the first step towards that dual owner- kept in the case of every tenancy, and 
ship which has done so much harm in| may be demanded in the case of an 
Ireland. If you recognise that the, existing tenancy at the request of either 
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party. 1 believe that is a very harmless 
provision, and such a record might be 
very useful, but I venture to say it would 
be a very expensive provision, and to 
make it compulsory in every case is to 
put the agriculturists, whether landlords 
or tenants, to a very absurd additional 
charge. The Royal Commission on 


Agriculture, while admitting that such a | 


provision might be useful, said also that 
they did not think it reasonable or proper 
to suggest that it should be made com- 
pulsory by law. We have in the seventh 
clause a proposal to alter altogether the 
law in the case of those improvements 
for which the landlord’s consent has to 
be obtained. All this was discussed last 
vear, and | would venture to say that 
in looking at this proposition we ought 
really to be guided by a certain principle. 
and that principle is clear and obvious. 
Where the tenant makes improvements 
that are bona fide improvements on the 
farm, then surely he ought to have com- 
pensation, even if he does these things 
without the consent of the landlord ; 


but where he wishes entirely to alter 


the character of the farm, he certainly | 


ought not to have compensation for such 
alterations unless the landlord gives his 
consent. Otherwise, what would hap- 
pen? The landlord might have a farm 
which is principally arable, and having 
lived there all his life, he knows quite 
well that that particular farm does best 
as an arable farm. A new tenant comes 
and takes it, and proceeds to turn half 


of it, perhaps the whole of it. into per- | 


manent pasture. He could do so under 
this Bill without the consent of the land- 
lord, and finding permanent pasture a 
failure, he could throw up the farm and 
the landlord would have to pay com- 
pensation for what was not an improve- 
ment, but what was absolutely a de- 
terioration of the farm—the 
thrown 
and he finds it exceedingly difficult to get 
another tenant. Many of the alterations 
the hon. Member proposes are really 
quite unnecessary. As far as the laying 
down of permanent pasture goes, [ think 
| have just given good reasons why the 
consent of the landlord should be ob- 
tained. As regards the provision in 
Clause 7 relating to— 

“ Repairing buildings, roads, bridges, water- 
courses, ponds, wells, ur reservoirs, or of works 

Mr. (rriffith Bosearen. 


{COMMONS} 


farm is) 
back on the landlord’s hands, | 
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| for the application of water power, or for 
suppy of water for agricultural or domestic 
| purposes,” 


powers already exist for dealing with 
these matters. The proposal in the same 
clause dispensing with the consent of the 
landlord for the planting of orchards, 
fruit bushes, or fruit trees, is not required, 
because that is already provided for 
subject to certain conditions in the Act 
of last year. A great part of this clause 
is already in the existing Act, and what 
is not in the existing Act is excluded, 
very properly, because it would enable a 
tenant to alter the character of a farm. 

Now the real question at issue is not 
whether these particular small alterations 
in the law should be carried or not, but 
whether the landlord is to have the 
right to manage his property, or whether 
someone is to manage his property 
for him. On this side we point to the 
Agricultural Holdings Act, and say that 
the landlord is to remain in control of 
his own property, giving the tenant 
full compensation for bona fide improve- 
ments. On the other side you wish to 
do here what has been done so fatally 
elsewhere—to deprive the landlord of the 
control of his property. to make him a 
mere rent-charger, and to allow the 
tenant to alter his property as he pleases. 
I venture to think that is a proposition 
and a policy which will not commend 
itself to the present House. I think | 
have shown that the Bill is inopportune, 
and that the present Act has had no time 
to do its work. We have no evidence 
to show whether it is unsatisfactory or 
not, and I think I have shown that these 
particular proposals, mild as they are, 
as the hon. Member says, are in them- 
selves objectionable. They were rejected 
last year, and ought to be rejected this 
year, and for these reasons I beg to move 
the Amendment I have given notice of— 


“That this House, in view of the fact that 
an Act was passed last year dealing with the 
questions contained in the present Bill, is not 
prepared to alter the settlement so recently 
arrived at.” 


Mr. LLEWELLYN (Somersetshire, 
N.) seconded the Amendment. 


| Amendment proposed— 


| «To leave out all the words after the word 
_ ‘That,’ to the end of the Question, in order to 
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add the words ‘ this House, in view of the fact | 
that an Act was passed last year dealing with | 
the questions contained in the present Bill, is 
not prepared to alter the settlement so 
ally arrived at.’” —(Mr, Griffith- Boscawen.) 


Land Tenure 


Question proposed, ‘“‘ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Question.” 


*Mr. EDWARDS (Radnorshire) : I rise 
to support the Second Reading of the Bill 
now before the House. The hon. 
Member for South Molton referred to the 
depopulation which -is taking place in 
Wales, and urged that something should 
be done to arrest it. That is a matter 
which is pressing seriously on my con- 
stituency, and if anything can be done 
to arrest this it will receive my very warm 
and cordial approval, Iam sorry to hear 
from the hon. Member for Tunbridge 
that the provisionsof this Bill have been 
rejected already. It seems to me that 
the proposals are moderate and in the 
interest of the tenant-farmer. I am 
bound to say it is a matter of regret to 


me that in a House having a majority of | 


people interested particularly in the land 


these moderate provisions should have | 


been already rejected. I cannot but 
think it is a very serious matter while we 
have passed laws suited to the needs of 
the time with regard to trade and com- 
merce, our legislation as regards the 
tenancy of land has not placed us in the 
position required by the needs of the time. 
That is the more to be regretted when we 
consider that the land is our most impor- 
tant interest. I suppose that the reason 
we have legislated so successfully so far as 
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regards trade and manufactures is that | 


our public men have been sagacious 
enough to see what remedy was needed, 
and wise enough to supply it, whilst 
those who proposed every such reform 
were constituted into an organised 
body to support it. There has been no 
lack of sagacity with regard to sugges- 
tions for the reform of the land laws, 
but farmers and farm labourers have not 
constituted themselves into an organised 
body to support that reform. Land- 
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1 know it is often said that it is difficult 
to deal with this question because of the 
want of agreement and the want of a true 
remedy. Well, that is a common excuse 
for shelving questions, but, at any rate, 
it seems to me that in regard to the 
tenancy of land in Wales nobody can say 
that there is now any want of agreement, 
because the Royal Commission, which 
inquired into the matter and took evi- 
dence as to the evils complained of and 
the remedies to be applied, made most 
valuable recommendations, and _parti- 
cularly the Commissioners who signed the 
Minority Report. I think the Minority 
Report supports the provisions of this Bill. 
The Minority Report was the result of 
long and careful inquiry into the con- 
ditions affecting the tenure of land in 
Wales. The Welsh Land Commissioners 
were agreed that the two chief detects 
affecting tenure in Wales were the want 
of security for tenure and the want of 
compensation for improvements. One 
object of the Bill, 1 understand, is to 


cheapen and simplify the law as 
regards compensation for improve- 
ments. Under the present law serious 


and disastrous loss of capital is in- 
volved to the tenant, because it is esti- 


| mated that removal from one farm to 


another costs a tenant something like 
20 per cent. of his capital. It may be 
asked, how can Parliament remedy this ? 
Parliament cannot prevent tenants from 
removing, but it can see that the tenants 
who change their farms will not suffer 
as they do under the present law. That 
is to say, it can compel the landlord to 
give ample compensation for improve- 
ments. If 1 were asked why farmers 
do not prosper in Wales, I would say 
that there is a percentage who fail from 
lack of energy and industry, but that is a 
small percentage, for the farmers in Wales 
are singularly frugal and hardworking. 


| There is a certain number who enter 
/upon farms without sufficient capital. 


They begin with borrowed money, and 


often end with bankruptcy, but I think 


lords to a great extent dominate both | 


Houses of Parliament, 
sequence of this condition is that the 
land laws are not such as can be looked 
upon with complete satisfaction, at any 
rate by Members on this side of the House. 


and the con- | 


no one who knows Wales intimately can 
state confidently that this is the true 
explanation. These do not form a large 
proportion of the tenant-farmers of Wales. 
The true explanation of their failure, ] 
think, is the loss of capital from want of 
compensation for the improvements. A 
farmer in Wales when he takes a farm 








1067 Land Tenure 


has generally a nest egg, and I believe 


inadequate capital is not the cause why | 


he does not succeed. Let me give an 
instance I know of in Wales. A farmer 
took a small farm of 130 acres, and had 
a capital of £1,100. He was an indus- 
trious, sober, intelligent man. His 
intelligence was testified to by the fact 
that he was one of the first to introduce 
improved machinery and improved 
methods in the cultivation of his holding. 
After twenty years the landlord, who had 
gradually raised the rent to a point 
where there was no reasonable margin 


of profit left, seized the opportunity | 


of a good season for imposing fresh 
conditions, and a fresh addition to 
the rent. The tenant saw that the 
position was hopeless, and so gave notice 
to quit. He had laid out a large part 
of his capital on that farm, and when 


e left the farm he was a poorer man | ‘ : } 
he | Sool. : , attention of the House to this because it 
by several hundred pounds, while the | 


landlord, a rich and hard man, did not 
give him a penny of compensation. The 
tenant was obliged to take the first farm 
offered, to secure a home for his wife and 
children. For this farm he had to pay 
a high rent, and after ten years more 
he found his capital gone. That farmer's 
experience was repeated, and he had to 
leave the farm he had well tilled without 
compensation for the money he had sunk 
in it. He found himself a ruined man, 
and dependent on the charity of a relative. 
This want of compensation and want of 
security of tenure works out in a curious 
way. It puts the tenant on the horns of 
a dilemma. The landlord gives the rent 
screw another turn, and if the tenant 
agrees to pay the additional rent, it means 
that slow but sure ruin awaits him. If 
he determines to 
knows that he will not receive adequate 
compensation for the money sunk in the 
farm, and that he will have to face the 
cost of removal and the inevitable wastage 
consequent upon removal from one farm 

to another. This is not a mere wild 

generalisation on my part. If you go 

through Wales you will find plenty of 

instances to justify this deduction. In 

the face of this condition of affairs there 

is no wonder that the Welsh farmers, | 
who, as a class, have earned the highest | 
character for thrift and industry, regard | 
land law reform as a matter of life! 
anddeath. There isno meeting in Wales 


Mr. Edwards, 


{COMMONS} 


leave t he farm, he | 
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\that cannot be stirred to enthusiasm 
| over any gleam of hope that such a reform 
| can be obtained for them. 

I wish to refer*broadly to the Report of 
_ the minority of the Royal Commission on 
| Welsh Land. The Minority Commis. 
| Sioners expressed themselves in these 
_terms— 


“The tenant has hitherto been placed at a 
disadvantage by the knowledge that, under the 
| present law, on leaving his farm much of his 
| capital must be left behind him. It is ad- 
mitted that the tenant’s security as regards 
compensation cannot be made too complete, 
|) and that such security would go a long way 
towards lessening the risk of grievance incident 
to a yearly tenancy.” 


I welcome that expression of opinion 
as being in favour of the tenant farmers 
of Wales, and as in the main supporting 
the provisions of this Bill. I call the 


is the opinion of impartial men. The 
three Commissioners who gigned the 
Minority Report were Lord Kenyon, Sir 
J. T. D. Llewelyn, and Mr. Seebohm. 
Two of these Gentlemen are themselves 
landlords, owning large estates in Wales, 
and we know them to be prominent 
members of the Unionist Party. There- 
fore their recommendations carry all the 
more weight as coming from men beyond 
the suspicion of partisanship in this 
matter. The matter of compensation 
for disturbance excites the indignation 
of the hon. Member for Tunbridge, and 
he calls the proposal in the Bill inter- 
ference with the rights of property. 
But these Commissioners have property 
themselves. They say that they have 
the strongest views with regard to the 
security of tenure. This is an old 
grievance. It is known to have been 
felt so long ago as 1843, when the Rebecea 
riots took place. A petition signed at 
one of the meetings on that occasion 
contained this clause— 


“ The petitioners humbly conceive that it 
would be most desirable, in order to restore a 
good feeling between landlords and tenants, 
that means should be devised by which the 
occupancy of the land should be assured to the 
tenant subject to a fair rent.” 


What farmers said was necessary fifty- 
eight vears ago has not yet been given 
to them, and that that demand is a just 
one is now proved by the Report of the 
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Commissioners to which I have referred. 
The Royal Welsh Commissioners say— 


“Lastly we recommend that where a tenant 
is capriciously evicted, that is to say, receives 
notice to quit for inadequate reasons, or from 
any cause other than the following—{1) that he 


has not paid his rent; (2) that he has committed | 
or permitted waste, or has committed a breach of | 


any condition of the tenancy materially affecting 
the value of the holding—the tenant ought to 
be permitted to claim in addition to the com- 


pensation due under the Act of 1883, or any | 


amended Act, some compensation for disturb- 
” 
ance. 


That is the recommendation of men who 
are themselves landlords, and who are 
not likely to advocate any revolutionary 
change in the law. This is not a demand 
fora land court. These Commissioners 
rejected that demand, and therefore it is 
not a demand for dual ownership. It is 
therefore desirable that the tenant should 
be secured from capricious eviction, and 
it seems to me that the reasonable way 
to do this is by enacting Clause 5 of this 
Bill, which provides for compensation 
being paid by the landlord to the tenant 
for unreasonable disturbance. The Bill 
contains other provisions of value to the 
tenant farmer relating to game and 
cropping, but I do not intend to deal with 
those questions. I consider the clauses 
with reference to compensation for im- 
provements and disturbance of the 
utmost importance, and I confine my 
remarks to these points. I think I have 
shown that the Bill proceeds on the 
lines of the Report of the Royal Welsh 
LandCommissioners. Their reeommenda- 
tions were made unanimously, and by 
representatives of landlords as well as 
tenants. A lifelong residence in Wales 
has convinced me that this question 
demands the earnest attention of Parlia- 
ment. The state of things revealed by 
the Report of the Commissioners shows 
beyond all question that the cry for relief 
from the Welsh agriculturists is based on 
the solid and substantial grounds of 
justice. My countrymen believe that 
although Parliament sometimes is slow 
to realise the true position of affairs, no 
ease based on justice will fail ultimately 
of suecess here. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeenshire, 
W.) said some Members had referred to 
division of opinion among agriculturists 
with respect to the matters dealt with in 
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the Bill. He was happy to say there was 
no division of opinion in the part of the 
country with which he was connected. 
Nothing paid so badly as bad farming. 
or women in Aberdeenshire had 
shown in the past excellent results by the 
admirable way in which they had worked 
against an uncertain climate, and for the 
simple reason that they had not a system 
of long leases. The hon. Member for the 
Tunbridge Division statedthat he thought 
that under the provisions of the Bill a 
landlord would become a mere rent 
charger. He was himself a landlord, and 
he was not the least afraid that any of the 
rights this Bill would confer on tenants 
would curtail the benefits he enjoyed as 
a possessor of land. His hon. friend had 
referred sarcastically to the fact that 
many of the Amendments now proposed 
were rejected by the House last year. 
He was bound to say that was a good 
reason why they should be brought 
forward again, because many hon. 
Members thought they were rejected 
wrongly. Experience showed that they 
must press these points over and over 
again, until the agriculturist got what 
he wanted, and what he had a right to 
expect from this House. This Bill 
might be a rechauffé of former Bills, but 
he did not mind that at all. He looked 
upon this House as a great reforming 
institution, and it was no use twitting 
those who brought forward measures 
with having brought them forward and 
had them rejected on former occasions. 
His hon. friend had referred to the much 
debated question whether a_ tenant 
should get compensation on determining 
his tenancy. Was it not a fact that 
occasionally a tenant might have crippled 
himself by making improvements? and 
it might be absolutely essential, to enable 
him to carry on working the farm, that 
he should have some money in hand 
from the landlord. With regard to the 
question of game, and the suggestion 
which had been made that occasionally 
a landlord might be called upon to com 
pensate a tenant for damage done by 
game coming from another man’s pro- 
_perty, he thought it would be only fair 
that the tenant should be obliged to 
prove that the damage he had sustained 
had been from game belonging to his 
proprietor. His hon. friend knew that 
game birds did not fly long distances in 
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order to get their food. They kept very 
close to the neighbourhood of their own 
cover, and, as a general rule, the damage 


was nearly always done by game belong- | 


ing to the landlord. A Bill of this sort 
would not in any way touch a good land- 
lord either in his comfort or his con- 
venience ; but, as occasionally happened, 
cases arose in which, for some political, 
social, or other reason, a man was ejected 
from his farm without any proper or 
sufficient reason being given. He did 
not think it unreasonable that such a 
man should be allowed to go before some 
kind of tribunal and have his case investi- 
gated. He did not think a single arbi- 
trator would be the best form of tribunal 
before which to thresh out a matter of 
this kind. It was rather a matter of 
ethics, which should be considered by a 
sheriff or a county court judge, or some 
other legal authority, who should have 
the right to call witnesses and investigate 
generally the questions in dispute. He 
would give his general support to the Bill, 
because he believed it would aid in main- 
taining the continuous cultivation of the 
soil, because it would encourage tenants 
to put their money freely and boldly into 
the cultivation of the soil so as to get as 
much out of it as they could, and also 
because he believed it would do a great 
deal to protect the landlords’ property. 


*Sir MARK STEWART (Kirkeud- 
brightshire) said he was sorry he could 
not agree with the remarks which had 
fallen from his hon. friend the Member 
for West Aberdeenshire. He could speak 
for several counties in the 
Scotland, and he could not see that this 
Bill would do the good expected of it. 
There were one or two points in the 
measure which he would readily support; 
but, taking a general view of the question, 
he was satisfied it would do a great 
amount of harm. He believed that, 
instead of cheapening, extending, and 
simplifying the law with 
compensation for tenants’ improvements, 
it would have an effect entirely the 


reverse, because if they once went to law | 


in this matter there was no end to 
it. The lawyers’ bills must be paid, 
and that would touch the tenants a 


good deal harder than would be the case | 


if they came to terms with the landlords. 
Dr, Farquharson, 


{COMMONS} 


south of. 


respect to) 


Biil. 


| If this Bill were carried it would prove 
‘most disastrous to the agricultural 
‘world. The landlord would lose all 
interest in his property. He would no 
longer take a proud interest in the 
success of his tenantry, but he would 
let every man take his own way. That 
might possibly do where only one or 
two tenants were concerned, but where 
there were 30, 40, or 100 tenants gene- 
rously treated, and in a state of content- 
ment, it would be found that, instead 
of contentment and prosperity, the very 
reverse would take place. The Bill 
provides that a tenant might on the 
determination of the tenancy, whether 
quitting the holding or not, claim com- 
pensation. If a yearly tenant—and a 
great number of tenants were yearly 
tenants—were to claim compensation 
every twelve months, where would the 
landlord be? That would hinder all 
improvement, and, if the tenant took 
the bit between his teeth, the landlord 
would have ruin staring him in the 
face. He himself had had a very large 
experience in such matters. He had 
farmed many thousands of acres, and 
at present was farming; in a very high 
manner, and he could say that it was 
in these times better to keep the land 
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in a fair state of cultivation than 
to expend large sums of money 
on it. The hon. Member opposite 


said that it would be a good thing 
to induce a tenant to spend money 
on his holding; but, suppose he spent 
money merely in his own interest and 
on improvements which were value- 
less in giving a return, why should 
the landlord be compelled to pay 
him compensation ! Again, what was 
reasonable compensation ? There were 
very few men who could take a 
fair and just view of all the cir- 
cumstances of the case. It was very 
difficult: to know whether a_ holding 
had deteriorated or the reverse. li 
a holding were in good condi 
tion at the commencement of 4 
tenancy it might not deteriorate for five 
‘or six years. Who was to determinate 
the question ? It was said that a record 
/might be made and that an arbitrator 
| from the Board of Agriculture might be 
‘sent down, but such men were not 
always practical men. Would such a 
|man know that what was good in Aber- 
| 
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deenshire would not be suitable in a 
farm in the south-west of Scotland. 

All these things had to be considered, 
and the more freedom that was given to 
landlord and tenant the better it would 
be,always providing that the tenant could 
get due compensation when he left the 
holding. He did not think Parliament 
could do more. That was what it tried 
to do last session. Was the act of last 
year not working properly? He had 
never heard it was not. From what he 
had heard, he believed it was working 
well. It did not go so far as hon. Mem- 
bers opposite would have liked, but 
was that any reason for disturbing the 
Act until they had a fair test of its worth ? 
If it was not worth what it was supposed 
to be worth, by all means let it be re- 
modelled, but time should first be given 
to test the Act by experience. With 
regard to the game clause, it would be 
practically impossible in the form in 
which it appeared in the Bill. Everyone 
who had any knowledge of game, knew 
that grouse came miles to feed in the 
late autumn. The tenant could not be 
perpetually guarding the fields, and it 
would be impossible for the landlord to 
attempt it. He could tell hon. Members 
of different farms where grouse did 
not lay at all, but they came down in 


thousands from the high lands in October. , 


The landlord of the property could not 
help that, and if he went into court he 
would say that the birds were not his, 
but would the court believe him? They 
could not legislate for that sort of damage. 
There might, however, be some very 
hard cases, such as an adjacent wood, 
and he would be perfectly willing to 
support any reasonable clause giving the 
tenant some right of protection in such a 
case against the landlord who owned 
the wood. To spend a whole day at the 
beginning of a Parliament when business 
was in arrear in urging these matters, 
about which they all heard so much 
in the last Parliament. was, he thought, 
sheer waste of time. As regarded the 
clause enabling a tenant to sell the 
produce of the holding without restriction, 
practically that was in operation already. 


At present the tenant could without , 


any Act of Parliament do that which the 
Bill tried to enforce. If stringent rules 
were laid down, it would be the cases 


which would be left out that would really , such 
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‘pinch, and it was better to leave the 
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matter alone altogether. All these points 
were discussed in the Act of last year, 
and let them have a decent time to see 
how the Act would work. If it failed 
he would only be too glad to join in 
improving it with a view to giving the 
tenant ample compensation and perfect 
satisfaction. 


Mr. TAYLOR (Lancashire, Radcliffe) : 
As one of the 170 new Members of the 
present Parliament, | cannot be expected 
to share the indignation of the hon. 
Gentleman the Member for the Tun- 
bridge Division that we should wish to 
amend the law relating to landlords and 
tenant. Although I represent a con- 
stituency which is more manufacturing 
than agricultural, | claim to be heard 
on this question, because I have always 
found that there is no subject that excites 
greater interest among our working 
classes—many of whom have come from 
the country, where they would rather 
have remained had the conditions been 
favourable—than the question of the 
maximum amount of food supply that 
can be produced by the land of the 
country. | think this is a Bill to assimi- 
late the practice of the worst landlords 
to the practice of the best. It is not 
intended in any way to interfere with 
the good landlord, nor does its provisions 
in any way injure him—rather, they 
help him. The hon. Member for Tun- 
bridge told us—and there is a great deal 
of truth in it—that the agricultural 
prosperity of the country depends on the 
mutual confidence between landlord and 
tenant, which he fears to see destroyed 
or injured by such legislation as this. 
But I hold that fair laws will not destroy 
but promote that confidence. The hon. 
Member says that this Bill would make 
matters worse for the farmers, but | 
should like to submit it to a plebiscite 
of farmers and see whether that is their 
opinion. The hon. Member was horrified 
at the statement of the hon. Member 
for Barnstaple that a farmer should be 
able to farm his own farm in his own 
way—meaning, of course, that the farm 
was the farmer's for the time being—and 
the hon. Member saw in that the intro- 
duction of the principle of dual owner- 
ship, which he said was fraught with 
disaster in other countries. | 


2Q 
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think it is not to be said lightly that dual | support it because it will give the tenant 
ownership or peasant proprietorship is greater security for his improvements 
injurious. I am not ashamed to say and will induce him to put the very best 
that I advocate this measure because it that is in him into the soil. 

looks in the direction of dual ownership. 

I have been recently interested in letters Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS : (Den- 
published in the newspapers by Mr. bighshire, W.): It is quite sufficient for 
Rider Haggard, who. at all events, cannot me to say, representing as I do a Welsh 
be described as a destructive kind of agricultural constituency, that it is 
Radical. He shows what a large amount impossible for me to avoid taking a deep 
of extra production has been secured interest in any phase of the land question 
by what he calls “ the magic of owner- which may be brought before the House. 
ship.” The hon. Gentleman opposite I heard with regret the remark made 
stated that high farming did not pay. by the hon. Baronet who spoke against 
[ suppose he means the very highest this Bill from the other side of the House, 
class of farming, for | am sure he would to the effect that he considered this 
be the last to say that bad farming paid. discussion was a waste of time. I feel 
We are all agreed that the kind of farming that if we were to probe this matter to 
that pays is not high farming, but yet the bottom we would find that anything 
it is far removed from the lowest kind relating to the land question, im the 
of farming. We desire legislation like widest and most general sense, is of 
this in order that the tenant may be vital importance to the life of the country. 
allowed to be the judge as to what kind This Bill has a special relation to Wales. 
of farming will pay him best. I agree Hon. Members know how acute the 
with the hon. Member for Kirkcudbright land question is in Wales. The con. 
that there should be as much liberty as ditions surrounding the land question 
possible for both landlord and tenant, in Wales are no doubt different from 
always subject to the very important those which obtain in England. The 
provision in the Bill that the tenant historical development has been different, 
shall be allowed to farm in his own way. and the present circumstances surround- 
The hon. Member drew a terrible picture ing the question are in many ways 
of a tenant making an improvement, different. This Bill deals with one 
which was really only an alteration, for branch of land reform, and, so far as 
which the landlord would have to pay it goes. it has my hearty support. It 
compensation. But Clause 1, Sub-section is undoubtedly a step in the right diree- 
1, states that the compensation to the tion, but I think we ought to make it 
tenant shall be * such sum as fairly re- plain that although we recognise it to 
presents the value of the improvement be so, we cannot in any way regard it 
to an incoming tenant.” That does as a final reform, or as an adequate 
away entirely with the contention of the remedy for the difficulties of the land 
hon. Member. This interest in the question in Wales. A more drastic 
maximum production ot the land is not remedy is required before a permanent 
a sectional but a national interest. Our solution of that problem is obtained in 
home markets can never be taken away the Principality. 

from us by protection or any other action There areyone or two points which 
on the part of other countries, and it is have arisen in the debate to which | 
because [ value our home markets that would like to refer. First of all. 
I wish to see the utmost amount of pro- the action taken by the hon. Gentle 
duction yielded by the soil. I believe man the Member for Tunbridge in 
that although the Act of last year was moving his Amendment is. to say the 
an improvement, it was not a sufficient least of it, somewhat remarkable. He 
improvement. The tenants of this country had a notice down on the Paper moving 
do not feel that they have that security the rejection of the Bill. but he has 
or freedom of action which would induce receded from that to another position. 
them to put capital into the soil. The | He says it is inexpedient to bring in such 
Bill, no doubt, has defects, but its main | a measure so soon after the passing o 
principle is, | believe. just and honest the Agricultural Holdings Act of last 
us between landlord and tenant, and I) year. But we are to-day in a new 


Mr. Taylor, 
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Parliament. 
by the predecessor of the right hon. 


Gentleman in the office of Minister of 
Agriculture that the Bill of last year 


was a small Bill, a small instalment, 
and a limited Bill. The Government, 
he said, were pressed for time, as they 
are this year, and it is quite plain that 
the Bill was not a comprehensive measure, 
but only an instalment of 
Beyond that, anyone who knows the 
strength of the feeling amongst tenant 
farmers throughout the country will 


admit that no Bill such as that passed | 
year can possibly satisfy them ; | 
and it is the duty of those of us who have | 
the honour to represent in a special | 
way tenant farmers in Parliament to | 


last 


reattirm on every occasion what we 
consider to be their just rights. It may 
be said that the tenant farmers in Wales 
have not latterly persisted in a very out- 
spoken and strong way in the position 
which they take in regard to land 


reform ; but I think I might reply to | 
anyone who made that remark that the | 


tenant farmers of Wales are in many 
ways a proud class of men. 


which are vital to their prosperity. 
They have presented to Parliament on 


many occasions their demands ; they | 


have also set their case before the country 
in the inquiry which was held by the 
Welsh Land Commission. Speaking for 
myself, I think the Report of that 


Commission is a plain verdict as regards | 
the justice in the long run of the main | 


demands which they make. Repre- 


senting a county which has taken a lead- | 


ing part for many years in Welsh land 
reform, it is impossible for me to refrain 
from taking some part in this discussion. 
Upon the whole, if you take the history 
of the past century, it may be said of 
the Welsh tenant farmers that they 
have been too silent in regard to what 
they consider to be their just rights. 
There has been a great deal too much 
silent suffering in Wales on the part of 
the tenant farmers in relation to the 
conditions that surround their agricul- 
tural life. But we are moving forward, 


and this Bill is a step in the right direc- 
tion. Whatever the verdict passed upon it 
in the coming division may be, the House 
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It was admitted last year | 


reform. | 


They do| 
not care to be always coming before | 

° oe i lies . | 
this House whining for certain reforms | 
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There are one or two points in 
\the Bill itself to which I would 


like very briefly to allude. First of 
all, there is the plain demand which 
tenant farmers put forward for com- 
pensation for improvements, and which 
has not been adequately dealt with by 
| previous speakers. For instance, the 
hon. Member for Tunbridge pointed out 
that in the possible event of a tenant 
farmer having laid out permanent pas- 
ture leaving his farm, and_ that 
pasture not paying, he might claim 
compensation ; and there would be a 
manifest injustice in that. But that is 
not the crucial position. That tenant 
farmer would have to prove that an 
improvement had taken place. If no 
improvement had been made there would 
be no compensation. Then a further 
point was raised by the hon. Gentleman. 
He said, What is the good of putting in this 
Bill a clause dealing with the right of 
the tenant farmer to claim compensation 
for roads, bridges, and wells, when all 
these things were included in the Act of 
/1900? But the hon. Gentleman forgot 
to mention to the House that these are 
the very points which we did not obtain 
in the Act of last year. Then he referred 
to the right given in the Bill to claim 
compensation from the landlord for 
laying out orchards and the cultivation 
of fruits. I think that provision is a 
| most important one, because if there is 
anything more obvious than another, 
it is that if the farmers of this country 
are to make farming pay they must be 
encouraged to take steps in the direction 
of what I might call specialising in the 
raising of agricultural produce. To take 
one item alone—namely, that of apples ; 
does the House realise that during last 
year there were imported into this coun- 
try from foreign countries apples to the 
value of a million and a quarter sterling, 
and that the value of the total imports 
of fruit and vegetables last year was eleven 
million and a half sterling? It is open 
to argument whether the farmers of this 
country can hope permanently to com- 
pete with the facilities of America and 
other countries in regard to the live 
cattle market, but undoubtedly in regard 
to the raising of fruit and vegetables we 
ought to be able to provide the market 
as well as our friends and neighbours in 
America and elsewhere. I look upon 





may be assured that the debate will have 
served a very useful purpose. 


this provision in the Bill encouraging 


2Q2 
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farmers to develop fruit culture as most | 
valuable. 

I wish to emphasise what my hon. 
friend the Member for Radnorshire has 
said in regard to the importance we 
attach in Wales to the provision in the 
Bill which would give tenants a right, 
under certain circumstances, to claim 
compensation for disturbance in addition 
to that which exists under the law as it 
now stands. [ am not going to detain 
the House with any detailed arguments 
on that point. Everyone must know 
that theconditions of the country are such 
as to make a proposal of this kind of the 
utmost value to tenant farmers. Owing 
to events in the past history of Wales 
the land there is mainly in the hands of 
a class which is largely without sympathy 
with the sentiments of the great majority 
of the people in regard to politics, re- 
ligion, and many other fundamental 
questions. It is only natural, therefore, 
that under these circumstances the 
tenant farmers of Wales are placed in 
difficulties which are not so acutely felt 
in other parts of the country. 

I will pass over the provision in regard 
to the alteration proposed to be made in 
the game laws ; but I wish to say a word or 
two as to the clauses in the Bill dealing 
with the question of freedom of cropping. 
The hon. Gentleman opposite said that 
in Scotland tenant farmers did not attach 
very much weight to that proposal ; but 
anyone who knows the conditions of 
farming in Wales cannot agree with that 
statement. In many parts of that 
country cases of injustice in reference to 
damage done by game still continue to 
occur. I will prove my case by referring 
to an incident which happened within 
the last few years in my ownconstituency. | 
On a farm which had been for over three 
hundred years in the occupation of a 
certain family, a question arose as to the 
necessity of repairing the house and out- 
buildings. ‘The long and short of it was | 
that in 1896 the tenant got notice to | 
quit the farm, which was of 110 acres in | 
extent. A claim for £692 was put in by 
the landlord for breach of contract in | 
regard to cropping. After a lengthened | 
and costly arbitration the tenant had to 
pay close upon £400, including heavy 
costs. Hon. Members may say that the 
tenant, who was a widow, should not | 
have signed the agreement, but she, like 


Mr. Herbert Roberts. 


{COMMONS} 
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most tenants in Wales, signed the agree- 
ment without really understanding its 
full force and effect, and the result was 
that this poor woman had to pay this 
large sum of £400 and costs in reference 
to breach of agreement in regard to 
cropping affecting only a small number 
of acres on the farm. That case will 
show the House, at all events those who 
take a fair and impartial view of the 
situation in Wales, that it is necessary 
that there should be some change in the 
law in regard to this particular point. 

I wish to emphasise the importance of 
this Bill, especially from the standpoint 
of what is patent to all who open 
their eyes—the depopulation of the 
rural districts. I think some startling 
facts will be revealed in regard to that 
when the details of the Census are made 
known to the country. I am sure that 
many hon. Members will agree with me 
in regard to this alarming sign of national 
life. The population of Wales during 
the last century, has, as a whole, increased 
200 per cent. ; but since 1840 down to 
the present time there has been a steady 
decline in the rural population. One of 
the arguments in favour of the coal-tax 
is that coal isa national essential asset. 
which must be preserved. I say nothing 
of that now, but what is of more import- 
ance than coal to the country is the life 
of the rural districts. Apart from all 
political prejudices and considerations 
of every kind, I say it is the duty of every- 
one who feels an interest in the country 
to take steps to arrest the exodus of 
people from the country to the city. 
I think the Bill is an honest attempt 
to deal with that problem, and I| have 


| great pleasure in supporting it. 


*Mr. SPEAR (Devonshire, Tavistock): 
I think the unremunerative character of 
British agriculture in recent years, and 
the consequent temptation to farmers to 
reduce the outlay on manures and labour, 
makes it more than ever important that 
we should seek to avoid aggravating that 
deterioration by placing the farmer in a 
postion of receiving at the end of his 
tenancy full compensation for unex- 
hausted manures and improvements. | 
support this Bill because I think it will 
do something to accomplish that,although 
I may at once say that there are certain 


‘clauses in it with which I disagree, and 
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with which, with the kind indulgence 
of the House, I will presently deal. I 
feel, however, that it is a measure which 
deserves the most careful consideration 
of the House. I take it we are all agreed 
as to the desirability of encouraging the 
development of the soil of our country 


in a way which will contribute to the | 
common wealth by producing the targest | 
amount of food supply for the people, 


and by affording full employment to 
those located on the soil. After the 
speech of my hon. friend opposite, I feel 
that we are also in accord in wishing 
that this may be accomplished in a way 
that will not in any degree alienate the 
interest of the landlord in his property. 
| likewise agree with the last speaker 
that the way in which the rural popula- 
tion is drifting into the towns is a very 
serious matter ; it is a national disaster, 
and one which we should do what we can 
to avert. As a practical farmer, | must 
say that the chief way to accomplish that 
will be by making it better worth while 
for the rural population to remain in the 
country. That is the gist of the whole 
matter, and consequently I appreciate 
very highly the fact that the Government 
has recognised the importance of this by 
seeking to remove from the agricultural 
community part, at least, of the unjust 
taxation which rests upon us by introdue- 
ing and passing the Agricultural Rating 
Acts. : 

I am in full accord with the hon. 
(rentleman opposite in wishing that such 
conditions of security to the tenant shall 
be created and maintained as will con- 
duce to good farming. After all, what 
the average British farmer wants, before 
even justice when he quits his tenancy, 
is to be able to live on his holding. I 
venture to state that this will be accom- 
plished largely by the removal of unjust 
burdens. I think the Bill in the main 
will do something to check the rural 
population from drifting intothe towns; 
and consequently, while disagreeing with 
some of the clauses, I shall vote for the 
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(to deal with this question, and under 
| that Bill many advantages were secured 
| to the farmer ; and it may look a little 
bit unreasonable, before that Bill has 
hada fair trial, to re-open that ques- 
_tion in this House. But I am convinced 
that, though the Bill last year did 
some good, it did not go far enough, and 
I am not able to abstain from supporting 
some ideas which will improve the 
condition of the farmers without 
injuring in the slightest degree the 
interest of the landlords. I would 
rather that all the Agricultural Holdings 
Acts had been repealed, and that we 
had had brought forward a simple, 
workmanlike measure which we could 
all understand. Farmers are not lawyers, 
and cannot unravel the intricacies of a 
measure like the Agricultural Holdings 
Acts. We feel that we are almost igno- 
rant of the whole thing, and that we 
cannot grasp the full effects of the Acts. 
That ought not to be. We ought to 
have a simple measure dealing with the 
whole question, a measure which we 
could understand and work. 

I must confess that there are more 
clauses in this Bill with which I agree 
than with which I disagree. [ agree with 
the proposal in the first clause giving full 
compensation to the farmer on quitting 
his holding, provided it is compensation 
for improvements and not for alter- 
ations merely. I say there is nothing 


| 
| 
| 
| 


‘more disheartening to a tenant farmer 


Second Reading, with the intention of | 


moving in Committee such Amendments | 
as will, in my opinion, improve the Bill, | 


and make it more in accordance with the 
interests and welfare of my constituents. 
I admit that the Amendment of the hon. 


Member for Tunbridge is a very plausible | 


one, 


| know a Bill was passed last vear 





than that he should have his rent raised 
on his own improvements; but the land- 
lord should only pay for those improve- 
ments which, at the end of the tenancy, 
are worth so much money to the in- 
coming tenant. That clause is absolutely 
just. I would rather that my _ hon. 
friend had seen his way clear to suggest 
the abolition of all previous claims. I 
know, from my own experience, that 
nothing causes greater irritation be- 
tween landlord and tenant than each 
trying to out-bid the other in sending 
in claims at the end of a tenancy. I| 
would much rather that adjustments 
were made on improvements or damage 
on the basis of the actual condition of the 
holding at the endofthe tenancy. As to 
compensation for damage done by game, 


/I think that my hon. friend has not 


displayed his usual ability in drawing 
the clause in its present form. It is 
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clear that under that clause a tenant 
would be able to recover from the land- 
lord compensation for damage done by 


another man’s game; this would be 
unjust. I quite agree with the 
principle that, when the landlord’s | 


winged game does damage to the tenant’s 
crops, there ought to be an easy process 
of obtaining compensation for that 
damage. I would suggest to my hon. 
friend that it would be well if it were 
stipulated in the clause that the tenant 
should give notice to the landlord imme- 
diately on the damage taking place. 


I think it is only right that the land- | 
lord should understand that something | 


is going on for which eventually the 
tenant will claim compensation. I fully 
agree with the proposal to give the 
tenant the right to shoot rabbits. I 
do not believe it will injure the land- 
lord’s sport. I know for a fact that 


nothing gives the tenant farmer greater | 


pleasure than to see his landlord come 
on to his holding and enjoy a few days 
sport ; and I am sure that the tenant 
farmer would not use this privilege to 
interfere with the landlord’s winged 


game. Why should not the tenant 
farmer have a few days sport? He 


would then become not only the land- 
lord’s tenant, but the landlord’s game 
preserver. Moreover, rabbits are be- 
coming an intolerable nuisance, and, 
therefore, it is right that the tenant 
should have the privilege to kill them 
in any way he likes. I am thoroughly 
in favour of the free sale of crops grown 
on the farms, provided that steps are 
taken to prevent deterioration of the 
soil. That is an equitable principle. 
We know that in the changing 
condition of agriculture it is ne- 
cessary to grow varied crops to meet 
the needs of the times. 
suggest to my hon. friend that an ex- 
ception should be 


very serious thing for the in-coming 
tenant to find no fodder or roots to carry 
his cattle through the winter. That 
would be prejudicial to the interests 
of agriculture, and I will move in 
Committee an Amendment to the 
effect that a tenant should not be able 
to sell his straw and root crops off the 
farm in the last year of his tenancy. I 
come to the next clause, with which I say 


Mr. Spear. 
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But I would | 


made in the last. 
year of the tenancy, because it would be a | 
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at once I disagree. 1 would be sorry to 
see the day when a landlord would be 
unable to dispossess his property of an 
undesirable tenant—a bad farmer whose 
occupancy of the land is neither good for 
himself, the landlord, or the country, 
I do not see the justice in a landlord being 
'mulcted in order to rid himself of an un- 
desirable tenant—a bad farmer, a bad 
_employer of labour, and a man who does 
not do what he ought to do in developing 
|the resources of the land. I admit at 
once that cases do occur in which land- 
lords raise the rent on their tenants’ 
improvements, and if a method could be 
devised to prevent that, and to make the 
landlord pay for any such arbitrary pro- 
ceeding, I should support it. But I fail 
to see how it can be done under this mea- 
sure. I know, as a farmer, that there is 
‘an instinct in the breast of most farmers 
that at all hazards they want to stay in 
the old homestead, where they have been 
| born and bred, and that their ambition 
is to live all their days there. Any ruth- 
less interruption to that sentiment—I 
call it a noble sentiment—ought not to be 
permitted if legislation cn do it. 

My excuse for detaining the House 
so long is that as a farmer, repre- 
senting an agricultural constituency, 
I want to put the farmers’ case 
fully and freely before the House. 
I agree with the principle of a single 
arbitrator. Where there are two or 
‘three arbitrators, and they fail to agree, 
and a big bill is run up, very nearly as 
much as the compensation given, there 
is always dissatisfaction. Appoint one 
man in whom you have confidence. 
That is the principle I advocate. But I 
hope precautions will be taken to secure 
that the arbitrator is not a stranger to 

| the district. He should be appointed by 
the county council, and should under- 
stand the peculiarity of the district in 
which he is to adjudicate. Then there is 
the question of permanent pasture. The 
Act of last year, in my judgment, con- 
ferred a great benefit on farmers by 
securing to them compensation for tem- 
porary pasture. I am not quite prepared 
to follow my hon. friend in his proposal 
| that a tenant farmer shall have the right 
‘to lay down the whole of his holding to 
‘permanent pasture, whether or not it is 
good for himself, for the rural population, 


‘or for the culture of the land. I think 
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we might almost leave that question to be 
settled by the landlord and tenant them- 
selves. The average landlord, if a tenant 
came to himand said, “ I am of opinion 
that these two or three acres would be 
better if laid down to permanent. pas- 
ture,” would at once assent. Still I 
would be prepared to go thus far with 
the hon. Member, that if the permission 
is applicable only to one-fourth of the 
holding of arable land, then I would not 
much demur to it. But as the clause 
stands I am opposed to it altogether, 
because I maintain that it would aggra- 
vate the evil upon which hon. Members 
have enlarged, namely, the depopulation of 
the rural districts. | know what tempta- 
tion there is to the farmernowadays, when 
there is a difficulty in getting men, and 
when their labour is far from remunera- 
tive, to lay down the land to permanent 
pasture, and if this measure is passed it 
will only be an encouragement to him 
to go on doing so. With regard to re- 
pairs, buildings, and permanent improve- 
ments, I hold it is better that this class of 
work should be performed by the land- 
lord rather than by the tenant. I know 
that the average tenant farmer, through 
the agricultural depression, has too 
limited a capital to enable him to carry 
out permanent improvements. I think 
the cultivation of the soil would suffer if 
this clause were passed, and the dual 
responsibility would operate severely 
against the tenant. There might be a 
ease in which a farmer who was inclined 
to dairy keeping would erect all manner 
of houses suitable for the industry. His 
successor on the farm, however, might 
be altogether opposed to dairy keeping, 
and surely it would be rather hard on the 
incoming tenant to compensate the out- 
going tenant for expenditure on buildings 
which would be of no service to him 
whatever. 

With reference to the planting of 
orchards and fruit bushes and _ trees, 
the number of cases in which fruit grow- 
ing can be practised to any extent in 


this country is very limited, and although | 


i should like to see it encouraged where 
practicable, I can hardly conceive any 
landlord objecting to compensate his 
tenant for any reasonable and just outlay 
ot this character. But I am not pre- 
pared to make it possible for a tenant 
to plant ten or twenty acres of orchard 
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‘at an outlay which might prove com- 
pletely useless in the future, and then 
be able to go to his landlord for compen- 


sation. I do not think that would be 
reasonable. I quite agree with the idea 


of a record being kept of the condition 
of a farm, and to its being open to either 
the landlord or tenant at any time of 
the tenancy to call fora re-valuation, at. 
of course, his own cost. That would, | 
believe, tend to increase the fertility of 
the soil. It is a purely commercial 
arrangement, just to both sides. One 
hon. Gentleman this afternoon, said that 
the laying down of the conditions in this 
manner between landlord and tenant 
would be likely to aggravate the relation- 
ship between the two classes. I do 
not agree with that. If there were a 
clearly defined, just, and equitable scale 
of allowances and compensation, it would 
be more likely to remove causes of friction 
than tocreate them. I know very well 
whatcreates friction between landlord and 
tenant. It is the difficulty of agreeing 
as to what, under the law, is subject to 
compensation and what is not. Once 
the law is clearly defined we shall then 
have more amicable relations than at 
present exist. I agree that these measures 
are not required for good landlords. 
But there are instances in which they 
are necessary. If we can do anything 
to induce a larger expenditure on the 
cultivation of the soil, with the conse- 
quent increase of employment and the 
enlargement of our food supply, we shall 
do something not only to improve the 
position of the tenant, but also to make 
it more easy for the landlord to obtain 
his rights. It is the good farmer who 
is best able to pay his rent, and it is, 
therefore, to the interest of all that good 
farming should be encouraged. I shall, 
for the reasons I have explained, vote for 
the Second Reading of this Bill, reserving 
to myself the right to propose such 
alterations in Committee as I think will 
secure justice, not only to the landlord. 


| but to the tenant, and will contribute 


to the development of the soil of this 
country in a way which will secure what 
we are all anxious to see—a return to 
some degree of agricultural prosperity. 


CoLONEL KENYON-SLANEY (Shrop- 
shire, Newport): I always take a great 
interest in agricultural debates, and 
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although I differ from some of the views 
held by the hon. Member for South 
Molton, I am in many instances in accord 
with his opinion, and if ever I were so 
unfortunate as to be involved in a dispute 
on my own property. [ should feel abso- 
lute confidence if I could persuade him 
to adjudicate upon it. 
the slightest fear of the result. After 
that he will not, perhaps. mind my saying 
[ consider that this Bill is framed on 
two very considerable fallacies. In the 
first place there seems to run through 
it a sort of general presumption that 
of the two persons interested in the culti- 
vation of the soil—one being the owner 
and the other the occupier—the owner 
is supremely ignorant of all that is neces- 
sary for the carrying on of that industry, 
and that the occupier alone has the requi- 
site knowledge to enable him to farm 
properly and successfully. That is a very 
great mistake. I am not prepared to 
say that every landlord in the land 
knows as much as he ought to of the 
details of property management ; I wish 
he did, and I think it would be a good 
thing if, in our large public schools and 
universities, there were established a 
branch for the study of rural economy, 
so that those who are to eventually 
succeed to estates may be better trained 
for the discharge of their duties. As 
a matter of fact, in many cases owners of 
land know quite as much, and even more, 
than the occupier. Many of them in our 
English districts are actuated by an 
extreme love for and devotion to the place 
in which they live. They know almost 
every corner and every drain outlet, and 
they are aware of the capabilities of every 
inch of the soil. To deny their posses- 
sion of the knowledge, and to deprive 
them of the right of saying what is the 
best way to cultivate the land, is to 
make a great mistake. That is the 
first fallacy which underlies this Bill. 
But, assuming that the owners and 
occupiers have an equal knowledge on 
the subject of the cultivation of the soil, 
how many of the proposals contained 
in this measure fall immediately to the 
ground? Many of them are based 
on the idea that, if a difference of opinion 
arises between the occupier and the 
owner, the latter is necessarily wrong 
from an agricultural point of view. 
I venture to say that in a great num- 





Colonel Kenyon-Slaney. 


{COMMONS} 


I should not have , 
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ber of cases the opinion of the owner is 
at least as good as that of the occupier. 
That is one of the dangerous mistakes 
which are to be found in clause after 
clause, and it constitutes a reason why 
the House would be well advised not 
to assist in the further progress of the 
Bill. There is another fallacy, but before 
I deal with that I should like to point out 
that in all these agricultural debates we 
naturally argue from the point of view 
with which we are acquainted, and we 
do notperhaps realise how widely different 
circumstances are north, south, east, 
and west, and how argument which may 
seem so strong in one quarter may be 
absolutely futile in another. It is wrong 
to generalise, and we would do well to 
bear in mind that that which may be a 
useful measure in one part may prove 
dangerous if introduced in another part 
of the country. 

The second fallacy underlying the 
Bill is the suggestion that there is a 
strong, burning and unrequited desire 
on the part of the occupier of the land 
to have a more permanent tenure. The 
debate has been taken part in by some 
of the hon. Members fe Wales, and it 
may be truethat in that Principality the 
views held on this point are different 
from those which obtain in other parts 
of the kingdom. Speaking from my 
knowledge of the Midlands, | am inclined 
to question whether there is any great 
desire on the part of the occupiers of the 
land there to have any more permanent 
or greatez security of tenure than now 
exists. I have a very good reason for 
saying that. Not very long ago, in my 
own knowledge, an offer was made to 
transform the whole of the yearly 
tenancies on one estate into leases, but 
not a single tenant would take a lease. 
They preferred absolutely, for their own 
benefit, to remain under yearly tenancies, 
to being placed under the terms which 
must pertain to a lease. It is a mistake 
to suppose that occupiers are clamouring 
for any such tenure as would be provided 
by the Scotch system of long leases. 

If | have proved the existence of this 
second fallacy, I beg the House to recog- 
nise how entirely it cuts away almost all 
the remaining grounds on which this Bill 
has been recommended for acceptance. If 
the owner is as competent a judge as the 
occupier, and if it be true that the occu- 
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er is pier does not wish for more permanent | willingness on the part of the landlord. 
pier. tenure than he has at present, surely | On the other hand, the landlord’s know- 
akes nearly the whole of the Bill falls to the | ledge of the land would tell him that the 
after ground, and we may be content to let it | idea of laying it down to pasture, although 
why go to the limbo to which have been sent | in a particular year it might look pro- 
not so many worthy aspirations which have | mising, was falsified by experience, and 
the not been found possible of practical appli-; he would be able to save his tenant 
efore cation. I must add my protest against | from a large and unproductive outlay. 
t out asking the House again and again, while} One or two fair and honest words 
Ss we the echoes of the debate of last year are | should be said about game. The sporting 
view absolutely fresh in our ears, to listen to a | yalue of some portions of the land of 
1 we repetition of stale old arguments. I do| England is in excess of its agricultural 
rent not think any advantage is gained by so | and occupation value, and Parliament 
east, quickly resuscitating these old debates. | must be careful that by legislation it 
may With regard to the compensation pro- does not rob the landlord of the enjoy- 
y be posals, it is evident—and I do not ment of what is his own. There are 
rong think the hon. Gentleman will deny many districts in England in which the 
ll to it—that they will prove unworkable maintenance of the sporting value of 
bea even from his own point of view. the land is of intense importance to the 
rove The Bill provides that a tenant holding | maintenance of the rural population. 
part under a yearly agreement is to be | In the winter months and in hard times 
entitled at the end of every year to the rural population depend on the 
the receive compensation for any beneficial | existence of the sporting value of the 
is a improvement he may have made, and Jand to supply what agricultural labour 
esire apparently he is to be his own judge of | will not produce. I hope no one will 
land the value of the improvement. That run away with the idea that the sporting 
The would never work, and the clause must | right has no value except for the man 
some be struck out. Then I come to the! who happens to enjoy the shooting, and 
id it clause which deals with the repair of that it is an element of rural life which 
’ the buildings. It is provided that the land- | can be got rid of without injury to anyone 
rent lord’s consent shall not be necessary for except the sportsman. With regard to 
arts the repairs. I should only be too pleased | ground game, it seems to be thought 
my to welcome on my own estate tenants that the occupier should be armed with 
ined who do not want my consent to repair greater powers for the destruction of 
reat their own buildings. In these latter rabbits. There is a considerable mis- 
| the days it has become too much the fashion | conception on this point. I believe that 
nent to run to the landlord or the estate agent the owner and the occupier are at 
now every time some twopenny-halfpenny one in the desire to keep down if not 
_ for repair has to be done by the occupant of to absolutely exterminate rabbits. My 
my the holding. My experience is that own experience is not of any wish on 
e to there is too little inclination on the part the part of the landlord to unduly 
arly of tenants to do repairs, not too much, | preserve rabbits, but the extreme re- 
but and I do not think we need be afraid of luctance of the occupier to thin then. 
pase. legislation on that score. As to laying | down too much and lose the value and 
own down permanent pasture, [| beg em-| amusement he and his friends got from 
cies, phatically to state that I consider the | rabbit shooting. In many cases the 
hich opinion of the owner, and especially the | joint ownership of the rabbits was used 
take resident owner, to be at least as valuable by the occupiers of the land for the 
ring at that of the occupying tenant. If it preservation and not the destruction of 
ided would be an improvement to turn arable | rabbits. I doubt if any objection has 
land into pasture, the landlord would not | ever been made bya landlord to the tenant 
this only consent, but would probably be | enjoying rabbit shooting; indeed, more 
cog- willing to bear a considerable proportion | often he does his best to help him enjoy 
t all of the expense. In my own experience, it. But directly you begin to allow that 
Bill | have never known a case in which,! there is a sporting value to be given 
oa where arable land would carry grass | over to the tenant, you are going very 
the | fairly and properly, its conversion into | far from the provisions of the Ground 
ccu- pasture has been prevented by any un-| Game Act, which was certainly not 
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passed to ensure the preservation of 
ground game, and you are embarking 
on a course of legislation which is sub- 
versive of former Acts. I want the 
House to recollect that if by passing 
this Bill it is recognised that this is 
a sporting value passing irom one t¢ 
the other, the provision rray be used 
by the occupier, for the purpose not of 
the destruction, but the preservation 
of ground game. I cannot help recog- 
nising when I look at the names on 
the hack of this Bill how many people 
are inclined to speak on these subjects 
whose practical acquaintance with life 
in the country is almost nil. I am 
astonished at the willingness with which 
hon. Gentlemen unacquainted even with 
the outside fringe of the agricultural 
question deliver the strongest possible 
opinions on every possible matter. I 
often wonder what they would think 
if the agricultural Members were to 
dash into commercial subjects in the 
same way. The common object of 
both landlord and tenant ought to be 
to destroy rabbits, but it is over and 
over again defeated by the tenant for 
reasons I have already indicated. With 
reference to free cropping, my experi- 
ence is that no landlord will interfere 


with free cropping and free sale if the | 


tenant farms honestly and well, and 
the circumstances of the market make 
it more advantageous to hin: to sell 


{COMMONS} 
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here again I must fall back on personal 
experience, and I must say I do not think 
I have ever heard of any cases of the 
sort described by one of the previous 
speakers. It is manifest that it is 
absolutely against even the ordinary 
pecuniary interest of a landlord to raise 
the rent on a tenant’s improvements. 
Anything more absolutely disastrous to 
a landlord’s chance of getting a good 
and properly capitalised tenant than 
the reputation of being one who will 
raise, even by a penny, the rent on a 
tenant for any improvements he has 
made, I cannot possibly conceive. And 
here I must add my protest against 
anything which, however indirectly or 
distantly, even flirts with the fringe 
of the question of dual ownership. I 
do not see how it is possible to carry 
out the theory laid down by the hon. 
Gentlemen opposite without embarking 
on a very dangerous and immoral con- 
nection with the system which is playing 
such utter havoc in the sister country. 
I now pass to the question of claims. 
I think my hon. friend is mistaken when 
he says that the tenant has to make 
his claim at the termination of the 
tenancy, but that the landlord may 
‘come and see it before he puts in his 
counter claim. 





Mr. LAMBERT: There is no limit 


of time in the case of the landlord. 


produce which, at other times, it would | 


be more profitable to him to retain. | 


But in the general interest of the pro- 
ductiveness of the soil it must be re- 
collected that the interests of the incoming 
tenant must be considered as well as 
those of the out-going tenant, and 
frequently the two interests come into 
very direct competition. It is undoubt- 
edly too frequently the case that the 
outgoing tenant by cropping the land 
in a certain way may considerably in- 
crease the sum going into his owner’s 
pocket, and at the same time unfairly 
handicap the chances of the incoming 
tenant to do what is fair and right by 
the soil. 


Now I come to the question 
of unreasonable disturbance. That has 
been fully dealt with. Instances of 


eviction have been cited which I do not 
hesitate to denounce as perfectly scan- 
dalous, if the facts stated be true. But 


Jolonel _Kenyon-Slaney. 


CoLONEL KENYON SLANEY: The 
hon. Member, I think, is mistaken. 
Within the last few months I put in a 
claim before a tenancy was terminated. 
Still, I quite agree that if there is any 
system under which the owner can see 
the claim of a tenant before sending in 
his own counter-claim, it needs correction. 
However, my own opinion is that, by the 
Act of last year, the owner is obliged to 
send in his claim within seven days 
of the determination of the tenancy. 
Roth sets of claims should undoubtedly 
rest on their own merits. Next comes 
the question of distraint. We discussed 
that subject last year, and came toa 
| decision on it which went some way 
ito meet the alteration some people 
thought desirable. I believe that if you 
were to take 500 occupying tenants into 
| that lobby not one would assert that he 
desired any change in the present law 
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of distraint, and it is curious that their | any practical advance in the Bill upon 


amateur friends should try and force 
upon them, in the interests of good 
farming, that which they themselves 
If we were 


are not inclined to wish for. 
always in the position of being able to 
secure wealthy and prosperous tenants, 
there might be no reason for making 
this distinction ; but the verv fact of its 
existence enables the landlord to give a 
considerable measure of credit to a hard- 
working, struggling man, and you 
must be careful, in the interests of such 
tenants, how you take from the landlord 
the power to enable him to tide over times 
of misfortune. With regard to records 
of condition, I like the idea theoretically, 
but I do not think it would work out 
practically. It has frequently been said 
that this Bill, if passed, would have the 
effect of arresting the depopulation of the 
rural districts. Where does that come in ? 
I see nothing in the Bill which would 
have that effect. On the contrary, 
the tendency of the Bill would be to 
encourage the farmer to convert great 
breadths of arable land into pasture, and 
that would tend to remove the rural 
population in a far more rapid ratio than 
any other system. 


On the whole, I must say that this 
is not a businesslike Bill. If it were 


passed to-morrow I doubt whether one | 


single good agriculturist would thank 
you for it. I do 


bigger questions we have to consider, 
and I would beg the House to bear in 
mind that to pass legislation which would 
have as its effect any loosening of the ties 
between resident owners of land and 
their properties is the most pernicious 
thing we can possibly carry out. I fear 
that the Bill would have the effect of 
loosening those ties, and of making resi- 
dence in the old country homes a little 


not think the Bill | 
would affect in the slightest degree the’ 


that which we passed only a few months 

ago, and which only came into operation 

at the beginning of this year, and because 

I see in it pitfalls, snares, and dangers 
' which it would be much better to avoid, 
| that I shall vote against it. 


Mr. F. W. WILSON (Norfolk, Mid) : 
| I cannot claim to be a tenant farmer, 
| but I belong to a family which for three 
| generations remained on the same farm, 
/and I can well remember the feeling of 
insecurity which my forbears gave expres- 
sion to. It is time we got rid of the 
nonsense which has been talked in the 
past in regard to agriculture. What we 
require is a feeling of security of tenure. 
Old methods of agriculture are, to a 
large extent, played out. Last Saturday 
it was my lot to attend the funeral of an 
esteemed Member of this House, and on 
the journey thence I had to pass through 
| acertain district, where I noted that sixty 
| acres of land had just been converted 
into orchards. Well, the tenant would 
not dare do that unless he had bought 
| the land. No man would venture such 
an experiment in agriculture without 
| becoming the owner of the land. 
Further down the line I saw hundreds 
of yards of glass houses, and, again, no 
tenant would thus have invested his 
capital under the conditions which at 
present exist between landlord and 
tenant. Unless something is done to give 
thetenantabsolutesecurity and to prevent 
his being arbitrarily evicted, or to prevent 
his rent being raised on account of his 
own improvements, we may well keep 
on crying about depression for the rest 
of the century. Much has been said 
about checking the migration of the rural 
population into the towns, but the best 
| plan to do that is to enable people to put 
their money into the land with safety. 





bit less secure. I do not mean to suggest | In my own county of Norfolk we have 
that the passing of the measure would lately formed an association, through 
have the effect of anything like a revolu- } which we have bought farms by auction, 





tion in the conditions of rural life, but I 
do think it would defeat the object of 
getting more money spent in the country 
by those who find a pleasure in it, and, 
not only a pleasure, but also the feeling 
that they are discharging the highest 
duty by doing something to maintain 
the prosperity of the district in which 
they live. 





It is beeause I do not see | 


and let them out in small holdings of from 
one to twenty acres. One of our 
conditions is that a tenant is not to 
be disturbed so long as he cultivates 
his land fairly and pays his rent. | 
can conceive no fairer terms of tenancy. 
We hear on the other side of farms going 
begging, but for the 100 acres or more 
that we let last Michaelmas we got an 
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Another diff- 


culty that has occurred in the course of | 


these proceedings was the almost absolute 
impossibility of getting a solicitor to 
draw up an agreement that was fair as 
between landlord and tenant. L had 


some experience of this when I wanted | 


some agreements drawn up for some 
half-acre lots we were letting. 


to the landlords that I was ashamed, and 
I had to go to a barrister to draw me up 
a proper agreement. I think the same 
thing ought to be done for landlord and 
tenant as is done for trade. For every 
trade you have your conciliation com- 
mittees; when a difficulty occurs between 
a buyer and a seller you can go to the 
President of the Board of Trade and dis- 
cuss the matter, and I think it would be a 
grand thing if a conciliation board was 
formed—not with compulsory powers— 
to which landlord and tenant alike might 
go and talk over their disputes. 1 do not 
suggest that the right hon. Gentleman 
the President of the Board of Agriculture 
should personally attend to these matters, 
but a department should be formed 
for that purpose. In the county of 
Norfolk, Mr. Sewell Read would be an 
ideal conciliator at a time when unfor- 
tunate disputes arose, and | suggest that 
a man like Mr. Read should be called in 
when occasion arose. I know a case now 
where a farmer in hard times took a 
load of hay to the market and sold it, and 
the next week he heard from the agent 
that he had learned that he had done 
so, and that he had no right to sell hay 
off the farm. It is these things, small 
as they appear, that bring about the 
evils and disasters which have over- 
whelmed this country. Old tenants | 
have gone away and new tenants have | 
taken the land, who have allowed the 
land to get into such a bad state of agricul- 


ture as to practically ruin it. Although | 
the details of this Bill may not 
give satisfaction to the landlords | 


opposite, they are honourable men, and | 
I trust they will listen to the voice of the | 


{COMMONS} 


The | 


agreements were so full of advantages | 


Bill. 1096 


|and tenant, and had said that this Bill 
was going to settle the whole matter, 
He did not believe there ever was a time 
when landlord and tenant got on better 
together than now. All landlords re- 
cognised that tenants had bad times, 
and they had done their best to help the 
tenants to meet the difficulties under 
which they had to struggle. There were 
fewer disputes now than there had ever 
been in the whole history of the country. 
Why should the tenant have the right 
to lay down land to permanent pasture 
or orchards without the consent of his 
landlord? A man might go down to 
Hampshire, where there is a large chalk 
formation, who did not know the 
country, and want to plant a lot of fruit 
trees with the idea that he would get a 
| great harvest of fruit, saying to himself 
fruit grows well in Kent and it will grow 
well here; but a wise man would go to 
his landlord or the agent and would be 
advised upon the matter. At the 
present time, if a tenant wanted to 
plant fruit trees or pasturage, he 
and the landlord, or the agent, 
would consult together, with the 
result that for pasture he not only got 
permission, but very often was given the 
seeds. There was no harm in that, and 
it surely was not desired to set the land- 
lord and tenant against each other. 
The Bill passed last year gave compensa- 
tion for temporary pasturage which had 
been laid down for not less than two 
years ; that was for laying down sainfoin, 
clover, and other seeds, which were very 
useful indeed, and worth a great deal of 
money very often when a tenant went 
out of his holding. With regard to the 
other matters, permanent pasture and 
so on, the nature of the soil had to be 
considered in the first place, and great 
care and experience were required before 
permanent pasture could be laid down. 
With regard to the introduction of the 
Bill, he remembered that last year there 
was considerable opposition to the Act 
of last year as it was said to be legislation 
by reference, but the passage of 


only tenant farmer among them, and | this Bill would only add another Act 


give the Bill a Second Reading. 


Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.) 
said the hon. Gentleman who had just 
sat down had referred to the endless 
disputes which arose between landlord 


Mr. F. W. Wilson, 


|to that legislation by reference. It 
‘had been said that in Scotland the far- 
mers enjoyed greater liberty in the 
management of their farms than they 
| did in England, and that consequently 
| there was a great deal less depression 


| 
| 
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in Scotland than in England. There 
was, indeed, less depression in Scotland ; 
but the reason was that very little 
wheat was grown in that country. 
The depression here had _ always 
been caused by the low prices of 
wheat. There was less distress in 
Devonshire and Somerset, and 
certain other English counties, because 
they were grass counties and very little 
wheat was grown there. If this Bill 


passed it was urged that it would tend to | 


bring people back to the land. But the 
measure enabled the tenant to lay down 
more land in pasture, and that was the 
very process owing to which the land was 
depopulated at the present time. Arable 


in | 
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land would employ four or six times as | 


many persons as pasture land. The true 
way to get labour to stick to the soil, and 
possibly to bring back labour to the soil, 


was to provide labourers with good | 


cottages and gardens. That, he believed, 
would do more to bring back labour from 
the towns to which it had gone than any 
legislation in the world. With regard 
to the Bill itself, he 
were passed, instead 
and lessening the 


of 


disputes which 


arose between landlord and tenant at} which 


the present time, it would cause 


endless litigation, and certainly it would | 


cause more disputes between landlord 
and tenant than had_ ever 
before. Then again, why should a man 
take land from another man under an 


simplifying | 


believed if it | 


| 


occurred | 


agreement, and then lay out a great deal | 


of money in making roads and bridges 
which might afterwards be found to be 


Bill. 


everything which they could get out of 
the land, and then throwing it back on 
the landlord’s hands in a worthless con- 
dition? In any case, if the man wanted 
to sell his hay he had only to obtain his 
landlord’s consent, and that could not be 
construed into a hardship. He knew 
some cases in Norfolk, Suffolk, and Hamp- 
shire where the rent got from the shoot- 
ing tenant was more than that from the 
farmer, and, if there was any question 
as to which would have to go, in many 
cases it would be the farmer. The rents 
in most cases were as low as_ possible, 
and there was a most excellent feeling at 
present between landlords and tenants. 
He should support the Amendment of his 
hon. friend, first, because he thought 
this wasa bad Bill ; and secondly because 
it was unwise to bring it in directly 
after the Agricultural Holdings Act 
of last session, the result of which they 
ought to see before they did anything 
else. 
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*Mr. MOULTON (Cornwall, Launces- 
ton) said that the speech to which he had 
listened accentuated the feeling of regret 
with which he heard the Amendment 
had been moved against the 
Second Reading. He thought it would 
have been much fairer, and would have 
shown greatercourtesy towards a question 
felt to be of great importance by an 
important section of the community if 
its mover had not sheltered himself under 
the Act of last year. To all who remem- 


| bered what that Act was. this was 
nothing more thana pretext. Beyond 


quite unnecessary, and why, if he left his | 
the principal Act it only provided a 


holding, should the landlord have to pay 


a great deal of what had been so spent / | 


The proposals in the present Act were | 
Another thing they | 


most reasonable. 


objected to in the Bill wasthat it abolished | 


all agreements whatever. To override 


every agreement, as this Bill did, was | 


not only to the owners 


The Bill 


most unfair, 
of the land, but to the farmers. 


might prevent owners from letting their | 
The hon. Gentleman had | 
instanced a case of a man who for selling | 


land at all. 


a load of hay in.the market would receive 
notice. Why did not that man get the 


consent of his landlord? Did not every- | 


body know of what was called “ scourg- | 


ing’ a farm, taking a farm for four years, 
and then for the first three selling off 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


a slight variation in the schedules of 
new form of procedure, and did not 
touch the vital part of the question. 
The hon. Member for Tunbridge had 
rightly said that this was a question of a 
policy. It represented a policy of which 
they were not ashamed—namely, that 
it was to the interest of the whole of the 
community that the land of England 
should be put to its best use. While they 
recognised the right of the landlord to 
draw revenues from the land, they did 
not recognise his right to spoil its utility. 
They said that everything that made for 
good agriculture should necessarily be a 
part of the contract of tenancy. They 
were a little tired of good landlords com- 
ing forward and speaking in the name 
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of the tenant-farmers. He was amused | 
at the speech of the hon. Member 
for Shropshire, temperate and sincere as | 
it was. The hon. Member found fault | 
with the “amateur friends” of the | 
tenant-farmer, to whom he attributed | 
this Bill; but this Bill was brought | 
in by the only tenant-farmer on that side | 
of the House, and was supported by the | 
only tenant-farmer on the other side. 
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It was said that over a great part of | 


England there were excellent relations 
between tenant-farmer and landlord. He 
was very glad of it, but if there was a way 
of ensuring mutual respect and fair 
dealing between any two classes of people 
it was to give both of them rights, and 
not to let one be at the mercy of the other. 
By the Bill the tenant might choose the 
method by which he could get the best 


return from the land. He was at 
present prevented from doing this 
by restrictive covenants inserted in 


his lease, and by the fact that there 


were many improvements which he 
could not carry out without the 
landlord's consent. which meant that 


the landlord had power to grant con- 
sent on terms which might be onerous. 
The conditions in the lease ought not to 
restrain the tenant from making the 
land more profitable, although if he was 
making an experiment it was important 
that the interest of the landlord should be 
safeguarded by his giving security. 
How could these who suggested that the 
landlords were being attacked by this Bill 
object to such a fair condition as that * 
With regard to hares and rabbits, the 


farmer should have power to treat 
them as vermin and destroy them 
as and when he chose. If the 


tenant was not allowed to detend him- 
self against winged game, he should be 
paid compensation for the damage they 
did, not because the game belonged to 
the landlord, for game belonged to no 
one, but because the landlord had 
tied the hands of the tenant in 
such a way in his agreement that he 
could not defend himself against the 
depredations of the game. Engage- 
ments should not be entered into between 
landlord and tenant which would make 
the tenant's heart heavy ; becausehe knew 
that the fruit of his labour might be 
spoiled or taken from him and he would 
get no remedy. It led to improvidence | 


Mr. Moulton. 


{COMMONS} 


'a great decrease in farmers. 
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and careless farming. 
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The supporters 


| of the Bill thought it would conduce to 


farming being better in England if a man 
knew that, whatever he put into the 
land, however hard he worked, he would 
be there to reap the fruits of it. There- 
fore there was a clause in the Bill which 
said that the landlord should not turn 
out any sitting tenant unreasonably 
without giving him compensation for 
disturbance. If the land of England was 
to be turned to the best purpose the con- 
ditions of the tenure of the land must be 
such as to promote that object. 


*THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD oy 
AGRICULTURE (Mr. Hansury, Pres- 
ton): With some portion of the speech 
of the hon. Member who brought forward 
this Bill I am able to agree. I entirely 
recognise, as he does, the fact that the rural 
depopulation, is a serious question indeed 
for the country, and one that will have to 
be seriously taken in hand ; but if the hon. 
Member thinks that a Bill of this kind 
is one which will remedy the evil, then at 
once I come to an issue with him. On 
the contrary, I think the hon. Member 
is a little incorrect in saying there has been 
If we have 
regard to the amount of small farms, 
then farmers during the last twenty 
years have increased. The decline of the 
rural population is chiefly among farm 
labourers, small shopkeepers, and those 
who carried on the smaller rural indus- 
tries. The effect of the Bill upon that 
class of the population will be nugatory. 
But there is a class,and a not unimportant 
class, which the Bill will tend to diminish, 
and that is the landlords. This Bill does 
not offer any fresh inducements to land- 
lords to live on their estates. On the 
contrary, it takes away inducements 
which at present exist, because it is not 
only the pleasures of country life which 
keep a landlord upon his property, it 1s 
also a strong sense of duty, which makes 
him feel that he ought to live amongst 
his own people. That sense of duty. 
surely, must be very largely diminished 


‘if, as I think will be the effect of this Bill 


all practical interest in his property 1s 
taken away from him, and if he remains 
it will be as little better than a mere 
rent-charger. With the principle enw 
ciated by the hon. Member I am in entire 
agreement. The Government entirely 
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agree that a tenant ought to be com- 
pensated for real improvements upon, his 
farm. But that is a principle which we 


that only as an instalment, I must give 
an emphatic contradiction to the state- 
ment. That Bill was meant to represent 





the final view of the Unionist party as to | 


the rights of tenants and landlords. I 


believe that that is the opinion also of the | 


tenant farmers. [ believe they are 


thoroughly well satisfied with the Bill, | 


because all the appeals that have come 
to me are appeals, not for amendments 
of the law, but for a consolidation of the 
Agricultural Holdings Acts, from which 


rate, suppose that the time has come 


when all the Acts dealing with this 
subject should be consolidated into one. 
I believe that farmers generally want a 


tion—and I doubt whether agitation 
has ever done much for any industry, 
least of all for agriculture—but we have 





now brought before us a number of | 


purely one-sided Amendments, the dis- 
carded work of the Grand Committee of 
last year. Positively it seems to me that 
the hon. Member must have dipped his 


hand into the waste-paper basket of the | 


hon. Member for East Northamptonshire, 


maintain was thoroughly carried into | 
effect by the Bill of last year. When, | 
however, the hon. Member for Carnarvon- | 
shire says that my right hon. friend did. 


it appears that the tenant farmers, at any | 


when the question has been settled, and 


little period of rest from political agita-| 
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| little too bad that the time of the House 
should be wasted in considering Amend- 
/ments in the session following that in 
which they have already been rejected. 
I know it may be said that this is a new 
Parliament, but I do not think it is 
a Parliament which is any more likely to 
accept the proposals here put forward. 
Several Welsh Members have spoken 
upon this subject. We are to have a 
Welsh Bill, I believe, on a Wednesday 
\two weeks hence. But I must refuse to 
deal with the case of Wales upon any 
different footing from the case of England. 
The Commission to which reference was 
made was not appointed by a Unionist 
Government, and I utterly refuse to 
recognise Wales as being in any different 
position from the rest of the country. 
The usual course for a Minister to follow 
on theSecond Reading of a Bill is to discuss 
the principle of the measure under dis- 
cussion, but I am sorry to say that with 
regard to this Bill I can find really no 
principle in it. The principle was settled 
only last year. We have here only a series 
of disconnected clauses, and I am afraid 
it will be my duty to deal with them one 
by one, so far as they have not been dealt 
with, in many cases admirably, by hon. 
friends behind me, and to treat them 
more or less in the manner in which an 


‘ordinary Bill would be treated in Com- 


mittee. I will take Clause 1, which has 
been dealt with by the hon. Member for 


'Tunbridge. That clause omits from 


and picked up every Amendment which | 


that hon. Member brought forward last 
vear. 


Mr. LAMBERT: The principle of this 
Bill was assented to by the House of 
Commons in 1895-96. 


*Mr. HANBURY: I am_ perfectly 
correct in what I am saying, 


Mr. LAMBERT: So am I. 


*Mr. HANBURY: The whole of the 
Amendments—eight of them, at any rate, 
and there are only eleven—were Amend- 
ments brought forward by the hon. Mem- 
ber for East Northamptonshire, and dis- 
cussed both in the Grand Committee and 


rejected either unanimously or by large 
majorities. I think, therefore, it is a 





Clause 1 of the Bill of last year the 
words “ on quitting his holding.” Those 
words were inserted in the Bill of 1885 


| by Mr. Gladstone’s Government, and 
Pe : 1 . 
they were inserted, as Mr. Shaw-Lefevre 


stated in debate, entirely in the interests 
of the tenant. What is the objection to 
the words ? What has been the principle 
upon which this question of compensa- 
tion has been discussed hitherto? It has 
always been assumed that the aim of the 
tenant was that he should receive full 


compensation for his improvements when 


on Report, and at both stages they were | 


he quitted his farm. But this point raises 
an entirely new question—certainly one 
entirely different from anything which 
has been discussed hitherto in connection 
with this subject. It is now claimed that 
if a tenant remains on his farm he is to 
receive compensation in cash, and con- 
tinue to receive the full benefit of the 
improvements he has made. That is 
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literally eating his cake and having it ; 
he has it twice over. 


Mr. LAMBERT: He pays for it in 
extra rent. 

*Mr. HANBURY: That is exactly 
what I wanted to get from the hon. 
Member. He says that the tenant pays 
for it in extra rent. Does he object 
to that ! 


Mr. LAMBERT: Not if the farm is 
worth the money. 


*Mr. HANBURY: Then really, what 
is the point of the Amendment? The 
suggestion of the hon. Member is that 
in such a case the rent should be raised, 
and that the landlord, having paid the 
old tenant for the improvements, ought 
to be free to treat the old tenant on the 
same footing as a new tenant. If he 
has paid the old tenant full compen- 
sation for the improvements he has 
effected, he ought to be free to charge 
the incoming tenant interest on that 
money. If that what on earth 
is the effect of this Amendment ? 

I will now pass to another point, 
namely, the inherent capabilities of the 
soil. That proviso, I see, is omitted. 
It was also omitted by the Government 
in the original draft of their Bill, and 
introduced only at the last moment. Why 
was it introduced? On all sides it 
admitted that there is really no virtue 
whatever in the words, and, therefore, 
it is rather idle to try to withdraw them 
now. The reason they were inserted in 
the House of Lords was that, the words 
having been in the statute ever since 
the year 1883, valuers, when valuing 
for compensation, had acted on a certain 
principle, and if the words were taken 
out it would be assumed that the valua- 
tion was to be made on a different prin- 
ciple. 

Another Amendment is the insertion 
of the words—“ or any claim for indem- 
nification by a landlord under any 
custom or contract of tenancy.” That 
is to say, this clause provides that any 
claim by a tenant for compensation 
under the principal Act or this Aet— 
that is, any claim which he can 
make under Statute—is to be brought 
forward before the determination of the 


Mr. Hanbury. 


is so, 


Is 
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tenancy, and the landlord’s claims under 
custom or under contract are also to 
be brought forward. The tenant has 
three kinds of claims. He has his claim 
under Statute, and it is only this claim 
that he is obliged to bring in before 
the determination of the tenancy. But 
there are two other sets of claims— 
those under custom and those under 
agreement, and neither of these is the 
tenant forced to bring in before the 
determination of the tenancy. It is 
here proposed that the landlord, who 
has only got claims of those two kinds, 
should be treated entirely differently 
from the tenant, and be forced to bring 
in his claims under custom or agree- 
ment before the determination of the 
tenancy. That is absolutely unfair. | 
am the more surprised that this pro- 
posal should have been made by the 
hon. Member for South Molton because, 
when the Bill of 1900 was before the 
'Grand Committee, he laid great stress 
upon this fact. He said he did not 
care very much when the claims were 
sent in, but he did insist that both land- 
|lord and tenant should be treated on 
equal terms. 





Mr. LAMBERT: That is what I say 


| 
| now. 
| 


*Mr. HANBURY: But he is entirely 
departing from that principle here. He 
cannot say that he is treating them 
alike when he refuses to force the 
tenant to bring in his claims under 
statute, but compels the landlord 
to do so. Then I come to the 
tion of arbitration. It is a 
point, but the Amendment is based 
upon the idea—which seems to be very 
prevalent on the other side of the House 
—that the tenant is never able to take 
care of himself, and that even in such 
a small matter as to whether there 
should be one arbitrator or two arbitra- 
tors and an umpire, the tenant is such 
a poor creature that he cannot be trusted 
to decide the point. What has been 
done is to put these agricultural arrange 
;ments on exactly the same footing as 
all commercial arrangements ; that is 
to say, the Act, I think of 1889, lays 
down that, unless the parties otherwise 
determine, the case should be referred 
to a single arbitrator. I do not know 
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why agricultural arrangements should | 
be treated in a manner different from | 
commercial arrangements ; it is surely | 
better that the law of the land should | 
be the same for all? Now I come to 
Section 2, which deals with the question 
of compensation for damage by game. 
There is no doubt whatever that the 
clause as it stands does make the land- 
lord responsible for damage caused by 
game coming over from the property 
of another landlord altogether. I do 
not know whether the hon. Member 
admits that. 
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Mr. LAMBERT: I do. 
*Mr. HANBURY: Very well; I thought 


he must admit that, because that | 
very point was taken when a similar 
Amendment was moved in Grand Com- 
mittee. I am glad to have that admis- | 
sion of the hon. Member, but in what a 
ridiculous position he places his own 
Amendment. I was simply astonished 
to hear the hon. Member for the Launces- 
ton Division of Cornwall support this 
Bill, and especially this clause. This 
precise Amendment was proposed in 
the Grand Committee, and here isa 
statement he is reported to have made | 
on that occasion— 

“T seriously hope that this Amendment will 
not be persisted in, for a more ridiculous sug- 
gestion could not be made. Just consider. 
Ve all of us feel that it is a very hard thing | 
fora tenant farmer that his crops should be 
destroyed because his neighbours will not 
keep their birds and rabbits and other game 
to themselves, and any attempt to remedy that 
injustice I shall certainly support. But con- 
sider what this proposition means. The pro- 
position means that in the last year of the 


‘tenancy the tenant can make his landlord pay 


for damage done by his neighbour’s game. 
The greater part of the damage is done by 
game which the tenant has the right to shoot 
down, and ought to siioot down, and the 
remainder is done by game which is preserved | 
by somebedy, but the landlord may have 
nothing to do with it.” + 


So much for the support of the clause | 
by the hon. Member for the Launceston | 
Division. I now come to Clause 3, | 
which utterly upsets all the principles 
laid down by the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for West Monmouth, because | 
if the Bill of the right hon. Gentleman | 
had any justification it was to prevent | 





+ See Debates, Fourth Series, Vol. Ixxxv., 
ge 1215. 
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the landlord from encouraging rabbits 
upon his property so that they would 
be detrimental to the crops, and perhaps 
a permanent injury to the property 
itself. The hon. Member now brings 
in a clause by which, while a restraint 
is put upon the landlord, no restraint 
whatever is put upon the tenant. The 
tenant may not only himself shoot, 


| but he may empower not only members 


of his own family, but any other persons 


| to shoot ; he may let the rabbit shooting, 
|or turn his farm into a rabbit warren, 
'and do not only damage to the crops 


but actual injury to the land. All this 
he may do without any restraint what- 
ever. 


Mr. LAMBERT: That is entirely 
forbidden by the Ground Game Act. 


*Mr. HANBURY: The hon. Member 
is entirely wrong. What is forbidden 
by that Act ? 


Mr. LAMBERT: The tenant is for- 
bidden to prevent the landlord shooting 
rabbits on a holding which belongs to 


| the landlord. 


*Mr. HANBURY: That is not the 
This gives an inducement to the 


tenant to encourage rabbits to such an 


extent that they may not only damage 
| the crops, but actually injure the pro- 


In regard to the next clause, I 
do not think the hon. Member for Tun- 
bridge Wells quite realised how far it 
goes. As I understand Clause 6 of the 
Act of last year, it was that any re- 
straints upon cropping, or cultivation, or 
disposal of produce, which are prevented 
by penal rents, should be done away 
with. Penal rents were practically 


abolished, but the right of the landlord 


to have and to enforce covenants with 
regard to the mode of cultivation, profits, 


|or disposal was not abolished. Those 


covenants can still be enforced in three 
ways. In the first place, the landlord 
has an action at law, but under the Act 
he cannot recover beyond the amount of 
the actual damage done. Then he might 
issue an injunction to prevent damage 
being done, or he might re-enter for 
breach of covenant. This clause pro- 
poses that the tenant should have a right 
practically to effect breaches of covenant 


2k 
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with regard to these matters as he likes, 


and that the landlord should have no! 
/ never to raise the rent under any con- 


power whatever to enforce his covenant. 
That is a very long step forward indeed. 
The hon. 
said that the tenants do not read these 
covenants. What an absurd argument 
that is. It assumes either that a farmer 
is a fool or that he does not know his own 
business. We do not take that view of 
the farmer. If a man puts his pen to a 
covenant, whether he be a farmer or 
anybody else, it must be assumed that 
he knows what heisabout ; and I ven- 
ture to say that in ninety-nine cases out 
of a hundred the farmer does know what 
heis about. I think the hon. Gentleman 
is a little out of date with reference to the 
restrictions. These restrictions, I be- 
lieve, exist in very few leases at this 
moment ; and if they do exist they are 
very seldom carried into force. That 
applies to the great majority of landlords 
in this country, and I[ think it is bad 
policy indeed that you should legislate 
merely for a very small minority. You 
do very little good by legislating for a 
small minority, and you do very great 
harm by inducing landlords to take less 
interest in their property than they 
otherwise would do. The hon. Member 
for Carnarvonshire also said that a 
specialised kind of farming was, or ought 
to be, in vogue at the present day. | 
believe that is perfectly true, and it 
tells distinctly against this clause. The 
farming of the future will, no doubt, be 
farming of a specialised character—farm- 
ing applicable to the soil, the condition, 
and the climate of a particular farm. 
But this clause lays down no restriction 
whatever, the tenant is allowed to adopt 
a kind of farming which may be utterly 
unfit for the farm of which he is the 
tenant. 

But I object to this clause, as I 
object to Clauses 5 and 7, on much more 
general grounds. I feel certain that 
practically there is no half-way between 
the Act passed by my right hon. friend 
last year and the pernicious system in 
Ireland. If you are going gradually to 
ereep on to dual ownership, as you do by 
this clause, I say let us resist those steps 
at the very beginning, because there can 
be no doubt whatever about what the 
result will be. Clause 5 certainly does go 
a long way in the direction of dual owner- 
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ship, because, so far as I can see, it gives 
fixity of rent, because the landlord is 


ditions whatever, and it practically 
gives the tenant fixity of tenure also. 
My first objection to this clause—so 
vaguely worded—is that it would lead 
to much litigation, who is to decide 
whether a landlord “ unreasonably and 
without good and sufficient cause ” gets 
rid of a tenant? As to “ requiring 
more onerous conditions,” I presume 
that means that he is never under any 
circumstances to have a higher rent. 
That surely is fixity of tenure. After 
all, are there so many capricious evic- 
tions as the hon. Member seems to 
suppose ? Whenever a Bill of this kind 
comes before the House we are told of 
cases in which tenants have been evicted 
from their farms on account of their 
religious or political opinions. Probably, 
it is the same man over and over again— 
a stage army which is always before our 
eves. Such cases are very few indeed, and 
I agree they are to be deprecated. The 
landlord who turns out his tenant for 
reasons of that kind is a bad landlord, 
but cases of the kind were very few 
indeed. I am not speaking only my 
own opinion with regard to the fewness 
of these cases. Let me read an extract 
from the Reports of the Royal Com- 
mission. What is the good of appointing 
Royal Commissions unless we sometimes 
follow their guidance? [Opposition 
cheers.] I do not understand those 
cheers, because I venture to say that six, 
at any rate, of the Amendments in, this 
Bill introduced by the hon. Member 
for Northampton are directly in face of 
the Royal Commission on Agriculture, 
on which the hon. Gentleman himself 
sat. What does the Royal Commission 
say ? It reported that cases of untair 
or capricious evictions were exceedingly 
rare, and thought that no countenance 
should be given to such a demand for 
which there was no justification if full 
compensation were paid. But let us 
take the facts also. In the case of long 
leases, at any rate, this danger was 
reduced to a minimum. But it so 
happens that long leases are falling out 
of favour, and we are coming more and 
more in England <o a system of yearly 
tenancies. Tenants dislike long leases. 
and I should like to know, if that is the 
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ease, Why a tenant should be able to 
give the landlord notice to quit at short 
notice and the landlord himself should 
not be able to get rid of a bad tenant. 
Even if you were argue from the 
analogy in Ireland, and say that the 
tenant will not be likely to give notice, | 
am not so sure that that would be so. 
1 think the conditions in England are 
entirely different from the conditions 
in Ireland as regards the tenant. In 
Ireland the tenant has practically no 
occupation other than upon the land, 
and that naturally induces keen com- 
petition for farms. But in England 
the case is clearly different. There are 
many other occupations to which a 
tenant can turn his hand. 

Then I want to say a word in regard 
to the next clause, dealing with distress. 
What is the history of this clause ? 
It was originally, no doubt, in the Bill 
of my right hon. friend last year, and 
no doubt the Central Chamber of 
Agriculture and others were anxious that 
a fixed period of twelve months should 
be in the Bill. That I do not deny. 
But really the whole of this question is 
2 conflict between those, on the one hand, 
who say that the existing law of distraint 
enables a landlord to show leniency 
towards a small and struggling tenant, 
and these are the tenants whose in- 
terests we ought particularly to look 
after, and those, on the other hand, who 
say that the law of distraint encourages 
tenants with insufficient capital. [ am 
glad to say that, on the whole, the balance 
of opinion, is cast on the side of the small 
and struggling tenant, and the clause 
was unanimously struck out on the 
Report. My right hon. friend had a 
great number of applications from both 
sides of the House, from landlords and 
tenants alike, in favour of the law of 
distraint being allowed to stand as it 
was, because, if it were altered, it would 
deal very harshly with those who were 
tenants of landlords who were trustees 
of charitable institutions and other 
institutions of that kind. 

I have now gone through practically 
the whole of the clauses, and my main 


objection to the passing of this Bill is, in | 


the first place, that the great majority 
of the clauses go directly in the face of 
the recommendations of Royal Com- 
missions which had gone most elaborately 
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into all the circumstances and require- 
ments of the case, and I think the House 
ought to pause before it acts against the 
advice of those Royal Commissions. We 
are asked to upset decisions of the House 
of Commons of only last year—decisions 
arrived at, some unanimously, and others 
by large majorities. It is, on the whole, 
a thoroughly unfair and one-sided Bill, 
because every clause is directed against 
the landlords. I wish I could say that 
every clause was in favour of the tenant, 
but I cannot say even that, because, in 
regard to the law of distraint, for instance, 
it aids the richer against the poorer and 
struggling tenant. There is a clause at 
the end referring to the record of the 
holding. There, again, the hon. Member 
has not the courage of his conviction. 
He does not propose any penalty for the 
case of a record not being taken ; he only 
advises that it should be taken, and 
therefore the clause has no practical 
value. JI understand bold treatment of 
these subjects. I understand those who 
boldly advoecate—although I should en- 
tirely dissent from them—the Irish 
system with regard to the land. The 
Welsh Members are largely in favour of 
applying that system to Wales, but 1] 
venture to say that a half-way house of 
the kind here proposed, which is neither 
the one thing nor the other. which leaves 
the rights of landlord and tenant in a 
very doubtful position, is calculated to 
lead not only to litigation, but also to 
great confusion in regard to the respective 
rights of landlord and tenant. If a Bill 
of this kind were passed, I venture to say 
it would be impossible for either a land- 
lord or tenant to know exactly how they 
stood. The result would be that imme- 
diately afterwards, when it was found 
how unworkable and impracticable this 
Bill was, we should require fresh legisla- 
tion, and we should gradually get to the 
Trish system. That is an obsolete idea. 
The country has had such a lesson from 
Ireland in this matter that nobody ean 
desire that such legislation should be 
introduced in this kingdom. It is 
because this Bill is not only unjust to the 
landlords, but is unfair also to a certain 
class of tenants ; and because it revives 
obsolete ideas with regard to the land 


| which have been shown to be so utterly 


impracticable, and to have led to such 
mischievous consequences In Treland : 
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and not only because of what it does, but|the tenant has to take his choice 
because of the consequences to which it) of quitting his farm or paying the 
will ultimately lead, that I oppose the} extra rent. He cannot, under present 
Second Reading altogether. | conditions, obtain the value of his 
| improvements without quitting the 
Mr. TOMKINSON (Cheshire, Crewe) : | farm, while it is to the public interést 
The constituency with which I have been | that he should be retained on his farm. 
connected may perhaps be called the land The Cheshire Chamber of Commerce, 
of three acres and a cow ; it is one of the | some years ago, passed a resolution that 
most prosperous agricultural constituen-|in any such case the landlord should be 
cies in the whole of England, and it is | compelled to pay down the value of those 
largely because I know from experience | improvements to the tenant without the 
what can be done by good landlords, and | tenant being obliged to quit his farm, 
how prosperous the condition of the} The landlord, having to pay for the 
tenant may be under a good system, that | improvements, is naturally in possession 
I desire to support this or any other Bill | of the whole farm with the improvements, 
which is likely to improve the condition | and he and his tenant are at liberty, of 
under which the tenants live. Putting | course, to make a fresh contract. The 
aside smaller issues, I think there is a} third principle is that of compensation 
general agreement that anything which | for unjust disturbance. I fully admit 
will attract capital, intelligence, and! that the cases are few and far between. 
enterprise to the business of agriculture | No one has a fuller appreciation of the 
is a wholly desirable thing, as thereby we | good qualities, as a general rule, of the 
shall be increasing not only the wealth | landlords of England—I happen to be one 
of the country, but the employment for | myself—but there are exceptional cases. 
labourers, and we shall do much to keep | We all remember a recent case in Norfolk 
the rural population in the rural districts. | where an excellent tenant, against whom 
There are three points which I conceive} there was not a word to be said, was 
to be primarily necessary. The first is| practically evicted for taking too active 
absolute security for tenants in their}a part in a certain political contest. 
holdings, and the second is compensation | It is for such eases as that that legislation 
to the tenants, whethersitting or quitting, | is required. Laws are made not for the 
upon which point I wish to offer a few| good, but for the bad. It is because I 
remarks, after what has fallen from the} desire to place the tenant under a bad 
right hon. Gentleman opposite. There | landlord in the same position of security 
appears in his mind to be a difficulty |as he would be under a good landlord 
about compensating a tenant without| that I shall support this or any other 
leaving his farm. If a tenant has im-| Bill for that purpose. 
proved the value of his farm by £50 a| 
year, and there is a change of landlord, | 
either through succession or through the 
sale of the farm, and the new landlord | The House divided :—Ayes, 164 ; Noes, 
desires to raise the rent by £50 a year, | 225. § (Division List No. 173.) 
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(Juestion proposed, “ That those words | 


be there added.” 
Debate arising. 


It being after half-past 


clock, the debate stood adjourned. 
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Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, RtHnJ.G.(Oxf'd Univ, 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 


| Thornton, Perey M. 


Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson,Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walrond, RtHn.SirWilliamH. 


| Wauklyn, James Leslie 


Warde, Colonel C, E. 
Wason, John C. (Orkney) 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.CE(Taunt’n 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. JohnLloyd 
Whiteley, H(Asht’n-und Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, RtHnJ Powell (Birm 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks) 
Wodehouse, Rt. HnE. R.(Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 

Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Young, Commander(Berks.E.) 
Younger, William 


FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Griffith-Bosecawen and 
Mr. Llewellyn. 


BURTON-UPON-TRENT CORPORATION 


BILL. 


to lie 


upon the Table, and to be printed. 


Five of the | 


| 
| 





| 


Reported, with Amendments ; Report | printed. 


to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. | acaistiniale tin atk eaestien 
) N USS * : y oO IS a 


BILLS (GROUP J). | 


PRIVATE 


Mr. A. J. 


| FAIRFORD AND CIRENCESTER RAIL- 


WAY BILL. 


Reported [Preamble not proved]; Re- 
port to lie upon the Table, and to be 


BALFOUR (Manchester, 


Sir Wi1am Hovtpswortn reported | E.): On the motion for adjournment, | 












froni the Committee on Group J of wish to give notice that, in order to 
Private Bills ; that, for the convenience | make certain that we shall get the 
of parties, the Committee had adjourned | resolutions relating to the Civil List 
till Monday next, at half-past Eleven of | to-morrow, I shall move the suspension 
the clock. |of the Twelve o'clock Rule. That 
_ motion is rendered more necessary by the 
'fact that there is some private business 
| down which may occupy time. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


BEXLEY TRAMWAYS BILL. 


Reports, with Amendments, to lie | 


1 : Adjournment at a quarter 
upon the Table, and to be printed. ‘ 


before Six of the clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. | SOUTHPORT WATER (TRANSFER) 
} 4 [H.L. ]. 
Thursday, 9th May, 1901. | Reported from the Select Committee 
anes | with Amendments. 
RARL OF OLANCARTY. GREAT EASTERN RAILWAY BILL 

Report made from the Lord Chancellor, RS ae ™ aby i 
that the right of William Frederick, Earl Read 24, and committed; the Com- 
of Clancarty, to vote at the elections of mittee to be proposed by the Committee 
Representative Peers for Ireland has been of Selection. 

i a isfacti f the Lord | 

established to the satisfaction of the Lorc SHREWSBURY GAS BILL [1.1] 


Chancellor; read, and ordered to lie on 
the Table. NEW SWINDON GAS BILL [11.1.]. 


MILFORD DOCKS BILL [H.1.]. 
EARL OF ARRAN. Read 3%, and passed, and sent to the 
Petition of Arthur Jocelyn Charles, Commons. 
Earl of Arran, in the Peerage of Ireland, | : 
claiming a right to vote at the elections CITY AND NORTH-EAST SUBURBAN 
of Representative Peers for Ireland ; read, | ~saeecnieaig ete ahs (BAs} 
~ and referred to the Lord Chancellor to Standing Order No. 92 considered 
‘consider and report thereupon to the | (according to order) and dispensed with, 
House. with respect to a petition of the Trustees 
‘of the Wesleyan Hall and Mission House, 
SAT FIRST. Bishopsgate Street: Leave given to pre- 
The Earl of Cottenham sat first in sent the said petition. 
i after the death of his father. 
eigeamentemeaiaaiae - DERWENT VALLEY WATER BOARD 


4hi, 





VESTON 


tenticates rer 








iS a ee NEWRY PORT AND HARBOUR TRUST 
i PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. BILL. 

a —— | Brought from the Commons ; read 1¢ ; 
* PORTMADOC, BEDDGELERT, AND | and referred to the Examiners. 

' SOUTH SNOWDON RAILWAY BILL | 

y  [H.1.). | RUGBY WATER AND IMPROVEMENT 
: The King’s consent signified ; and Bill BILL [u4.). 

$ reported with Amendments. LOWESTOFT CORPORATION BILL [1.1], 
: The order made on Monday last, appoint- 
g GRAVESEND GAS BILL. ing certain Lords the Select Committee 
v 







» BIDEFORD AND CLOVELLY RAILWAY ‘ consider the Bills, discharged. 
(ABANDONMENT) BILL [u.1.]. 
d without amendment. PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
Reporte ORDERS (No. 2) BILL [n.u.]. (No. 69.) 
POULTON-LE-FYLDE GAS BILL [u.1.]. A Bill to confirm certain Provisional 
és -axrq | Orders made by the Board of Trade under 
} ‘ oy ) + TI - oat ~ | ‘ 

q — — Seely oe aaa ie the General Pier and Harbour Act, 1861, 


‘relating to Babbacombe and _ Great 
FAVERSHAM WATER BILL [#2.}. | Yarmouth. 


WIGAN CORPORATION TRAMWAYS, | . . a 
ETC., BILL [w.1.]. TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 

| (No. 4) BILL [u.u.} (No 70.) 

| A Bill to confirm certain Provisional 

| Orders made by the Board of Trade under 


€ 


Reported with Amendments, 


COWES FERRY BILL [4.1.]. |the Tramways Act, 1870, relating to 
The King’s consent signified ; and Bill | Coatbridge Tramways, Folkestone Cor- 
reported with Amendments. | poration Tramways, Glossop Electric 


| Tramways, Hopeman Tramway, Weston- 


FINCHLEY AND HENDON TRAMWAYsS | Super-Mare Tramways, and West Riding 
BILL [H.L.]. | Tramways. 


Committed ; the Committee to be pro-| Were presented by the Earl of Hard- 
posed by the Committee of Selection. | wicke (for the Earl of Dudley) ; read 1¢ ; 
VOL. XCTII. [FouRTH SERIES. ] 28 
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to be printed; and referred to the | August, 1900, by T. King, Esq., Senior 
Examiners. Chief Inspector ; with Appendices. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL SWISS RIFLE RANGES. 
ORDERS (No 6) BILL [#.1.} Report by Major the Honourable T. F. 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL | Fremantle, 1st Bucks Volunteer Rifle 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL [u.1.]. Corps, and Captain E. C. H. Grant, 
EDUCATION BOARD PROVISIONAL | Argyll and Sutherland Highlanders, on 
ORDER CONFIRMATION (ACTON) | Swiss Rifle Ranges. 
BILL [u.1.]. | Presented (by command), and ordered 
Read 2* (according to order.) to lie on the Table. 


GRANGEMOUTH WATER PROVISIONAL | INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION BOARD 
ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL [1.1.]. (IRELAND). 
HAMILTON BURGH PROVISIONAL Annual Report for the Year 1900. 
ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL [.1.]. 
SCOTTISH PROVIDENT INSTITUTION| SAVINGS BANK (TRUSTEE SAVINGS 
PROVISIONAL ORDER CONFIRMATION BANKS). 
apelemped Savings Banks (Investment) Regula- 
Read 3" (according to order), and | tions, 1901, dated 4th April, 1901. 
passed, and sent to the Commons. | 





= SUPERANNUATION. 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. Treasury warrant, dated Ist May, 
, | 1901, declaring that for the due and effi. 
FEE FUND OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS. | | cient discharge of the duties of the office 
of assistant auditors on the staff of the 
Local Government Board, professional or 





The Lorp CHANCELLOR’acquainted the | 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments | 
had laid on the Table the Annual Account | | other peculiar qualifications ROS ordinarily 
of the Fee Fund of the House of Lords: | to be acquired on the public service are 
The same was ordered to lie on the | required. 

Table, and to be referred to the Select | LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT. 1896. 


i h f 
— a re ae ey | Report of the proceedings of the Board 


of Trade up to the 31st December, 1900 ; 
CHINA, No. 4. (1901). | and of the proceedings of the Light Rail- 


Plans referred to in China, No. 3| ¥®Y Commissioners up to the same date. 
? 


(1901): Further correspondence respecting | Laid before the House (pursuant to 
events at Peking. | Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). | UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND CAN- 
a = ; BRIDGE ACT, 1877. 
No. 2 2! 591. Brazil (Pernambuco) ; ; 
No. 2,592. Spain (Cadiz and district) 5 Statute made by the Governing Body 
No. 2, 593. Belgium (Ghent). = Sidney Sussex College, Cambridge, on 
22nd December, 1900, amending sections 
EVICTIONS (IRELAND). F and 10 of Statute X. and Statute 


Return of evictions in Ireland, for the | XXIV. of the statutes of the College. 


meaner ane’ Bint Memh, 1991. Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and to be printed. (No. 68.) 
MINES AND QUARRIES (GENERAL 
REPORT AND STATISTICS FOR 1900) ARUNDEL PORT. 
~pagsial L DISTRICT STATISTICS). Account and Report for 1900-1901 ; 
Statistics of the persons employed, out- | delivered (pursuant to Act), and ordered 
put, and accidents at mines and quarries | to lie on the Table. 
in the United Kingdom, arranged accord- 
ing to the inspection districts. 


LUNACY (IRELAND) BILL. [H.L.] 
BOARD OF EDUCATION. [SECOND READING. } 
General Report on schools for the blind| Order of the day for the Second Read- 
and deaf, for the two years ended 31st | ing read. 
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THE LORD CHANCELLOR or IRE- 
LAND (Lord AsHBourNeE): My Lords, 
Ihave to ask your Lordships to give a 
Second Reading to this Bill, which pro- 
poses to apply to Ireland some useful 
provisions of the law of this country, 
which have been in operation in England 
for some years. The first proposal of the 
Bill is that the Lord Lieutenant may, in 
addition to his power of absolute dis- 
charge, also discharge any criminal 
lunatic conditionally—that is to say, on 
such conditions as to the duration of such 


discharge and otherwise as the Lord | 


Lieutenant may think fit. In Ireland we 
have felt the want of this power, which 
has been in operation in England for 
many years with great advantage. In Ire- 
land criminal lunatics confined during 
the pleasure of the Lord Lieutenant can 
only be released absolutely without any 
condition whatever, and that sometimes 
leads to difficulties owing to the risk and 
danger involved. The second clause pro- 
poses to extend to Ireland certain sections 
relating to the ill treatment or abuse of 
lunatics which have already been sub- 
stantially passed into law in England. 
Then there are certain sections, already 
in operation in England, making provision 
as to expenses of criminal and dangerous 
lunatics. In Ireland at the present time— 
this used to be the law in England, but 
ithas been amended—the sole jurisdiction 
with respect to lunatics is vested in the 
Lord Chancellor ; and the fourth clause 
of this Bill enables the Sovereign, as in 
England, to give authority to the Judges 
of the Supreme Court, such as the Master 
of the Rolls and the Lord Chief Justice, 
to deal with questions respecting lunatics. 
These, I think, are the only clauses I need 
refer to, and I hope your Lordships will 
give the Bill a Second Reading. 


Bill read 2° (according to order), and 
committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House to-morrow. 


PUBLIC LIBRARIES BILL [u.1,]. 


{[TurrD READING.] 


Order of the Day for the Third Read- 
ing read. 


*Lorp WINDSOR: My Lords, in mov- 
ing the Third Reading of this Bill I have a 
question to ask my noble friend the Secre- 
tary for Scotland. In Committee a 


clause was introduced, at the instance of | 


{9 May 1901} 
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the Secretary for Scotland, excluding 
Scotland from the operation of the Bill. 
I reluctantly assented to that. I say 
reluctantly, because I had received com- 
munications from library authorities and 
persons interested in libraries in Scotland 
strongly supporting the Bill. I under- 
stood, however, that the noble Lord did 
not object to some of the provisions of the 
Bill, and therefore I would ask him if he 
would favourably consider whether upon 
a future occasion a Bill, dealing with Seot- 
land, on somewhat similar lines, can be 
introduced. Of course, I do not for a 
moment expect him to pledge himself to 
anything of a definite nature. 


Moved,—“ That the Bill be now read 
34,” 


*THE SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Lord Batrour of BuRLEIGH): My 
Lords, nothing could have been fairer or 
more accurate than the account which the 
noble Lord has given of what passed at 
the former stage of the Bill. I did care- 
fully consider whether it would be 
expedient to apply any part of this Bill 
to Scotland, and I was advised, without 
hesitation, by those whose business it is 
to study these questions with more legal 
skill than I can bring to bear upon them, 
that to apply this Bill to Scotland would 
introduce a considerable amount of con- 
fusion and-doubt as to the Acts of Par- 
liament regulating Scottish public libraries. 
I think that the majority of those who 
are interested in libraries in Scotland 
came also to that conclusion. Certainly 
more than one of the legal societies in 
Scotland who have committees to examine 
Bills of this kind were of opinion that the 
disadvantages of applying any part of the 
Bill to Scotland would be greater than 
the advantages. I do not deny that one or 
two of the clauses are an advance upon 
anything we have in Scotland at the 
present time, and might usefully be ap- 
plied to Scottish libraries. But the whole 
of the Acts relating to public libraries in 
Scotland are in rather a state of confusion, 
and it would be well worth while to codify 
and in some respects simplify the law. 


| Under these circumstances [ have to 


express my acknowledgments and thanks 
to the noble Lord for agreeing with the 
proposal which { made, and to assure him 


that I will most carefully consider 
the desirability of amending the 
law in Scotland with regard to 


282 
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public libraries in the direction of certain | Kearns Deane Tanner, esquire, deceased. 
of the clauses of this Bill. I cannot, of ; —(Captain Donelan.) 

course, undertake to introduce a Bill in | 
the present session, but I will keep it | 
before me as an object to be attained at PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS 
as early a date as possible. : tg rea 


| 
On Question, agreed to; Bill read 3¢| 
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DEVONPORT CORPORATION (GAS) 


accordingly. LI 
Amendments (privileged) made; Bill gyssgow AND RENFREW DISTRICT 
passed, and sent to the Commons, RAILWAY TRANSFER BILL. 


Read the third time and passed. 
QUEEN ANNE’S BOUNTY. 

Lorp BARNARD: My Lords, I beg) RICKMANSWORTH AND UXBRIDGE 
to ask His Majesty’s Government whether VALLEY WATER BILL. [By Orper.] 
it is intended that the Joint Select Com-; (rder for Second Reading read. 
mittee of this House and the House of ' 

Commons to consider the constitution of Motion made, and Question proposed, 
Queen Anne’s Bounty should be re- “That the Bill be now read a second 
appointed this session as recommended time.” 

by the Report of the Select Committee, 

dated 16th July, 1900. Even if the *Sir F. DIXON-HARTLAND (Middle- 
Government cannot answer the question sex, Uxbridge) moved that the Bill be 
in the affirmative I hope they will be read a second time that day six months. 
able to give us some assurance that the | He said it was an attempt on the part of 
subject is not being forgotten and will one of the water companies to take water 
not be indefinitely postponed. The Com-| from the Dorney fields. Although it 
mittee only held one sitting last session was apparently promoted by what was 
to deal with what was acknowledged to. known as a country company, it was in 
be a question of urgent importance, and reality a child of the Southwark and 
I have since ascertained that the recom- Vauxhall Water Company, which was 
mendation of the Committee has not yet trying to secure possession of water of 
been complied with. There is a great importance to the Thames. The pr- 
deal of interest taken by the clergy and moters said that if they were allowed 
others connected with the Church in this | «> take the water now they would not 
matter, and, if the Committee is not deprive Buckinghamshire of anything 
reappointed this session, I hope some hich belonged to it. But Buckingham- 
steps will be taken at an early date to shire did not seem to be at all anxious 
sutualy the dosires of those who have this that the company should be allowed to 


eee ah hates. take the water in any shape or form, and 
it was worthy of note that the county 
councils of both Buckinghamshire and 
| Hertfordshire, and almost every local 
authority in those counties, were opposed 
to the Bill. This was really an attempt 
to occupy ground by means of a little 
House adjourned at a quarter be- | innocent Bill, so that at some future time 

fore Five of theclock, till To- the water might be given to London. 

he ciao half-past Ten of [t was the old story of trying to denude 

; the Thames of its water in a way which 

--— was most deleterious to the public 

ss —" — interest. He failed entirely to see what 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. ‘difference there was between drawing 
Thursday, 9th May, 1901. | water out of the Thames and abstracting 

'it from near the banks of the Thames 
Bh just before it flowed into the river. Ii 
NEW WRIT. the Bill were passed the water would be 

New Writ for the County of Cork) carried away to districts which had no 
(Mid Cork), in the room of Charles’ connection whatever with the place frem 


Lord Balfour of Burleigh. 


Lorp ASHBOURNE: I do not see any- 
one on this Bench who is in a position 
to give a direct answer to the question. 
Perhaps, therefore, my noble friend will 
put it on the Paper for Tuesday next. 
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which it was obtained. For many years 
the question of the water supply of London 
had been before the 
believed it was admitted on all sides that 
the limit of water to be taken from the 
Thames, except such as could be 
obtained by storage at the proper time, 
had been absolutely reached. It had been 
estimated that the amount of water 
which now passed over Teddington Weir 
on the driest day was only 43 million 


gallons, and it was considered that the | 


lowest amount necessary in the interests 
of the safety of navigation was 200 million 
gallons daily. The quantity which 
would be withdrawn from the Dorney 
fields under this Bill was more than 43 
million gallons daily, and consequently, 
if the measure were passed, there might 
come a day in the year when no water 
whatever would pass over Teddington 
Weir. This was a very serious matter. 
[It was found most difficult already to keep 
a proper head of water inthe reach of the 
Thames between Boveney and Windsor 
during the dry seasons. Since this matter 
had been brought forward he had had an 
opportunity of referring to a report drawn 
up at the time when the Windsor Castle 
drainage was remodelled. That was in 
1863. The engineers then found that 
in the Windsor Home Park the Thames 
itself was flowing through a gravel bed 
at the rate of half a mile per day for a 
width of nearly one mile. The Dean 
and Chapter of Windsor Castle, finding 
that some of the foundations of the chapel 
had lately given way, asked for a report 
from their surveyor, and he warned 
them that if that large body of water 
were withdrawn it might have very 
dangerous effects on the foundations of 
the Chapel, and the Windsor water supply 
might also be interfered with. He felt 
that the time had come when Parliament 
should say that until a Water Bill had 
been brought in by Government no more 


water should be abstracted from the | 
Thames for the benefit of districts which | 


had no right whatever to it. He hoped 
that Parliament would refuse to allow 


this great watershed to be depleted, | 
seeing that the consequences might be | 


most injurious, not only to Windsor, but 
also to London. It was admitted by the 
promoters themselves that they did not 
want this water at the present moment. 
They were only seeking to secure it for 


{9 May 1901} 


House, and. he | 
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use a few years hence, and, under these 
circumstances, he appealed to the House 
not to read the Bill a second time. 


Masor GRENFELL (Buckingham- 
shire, Wycombe), in seconding the Amend- 
ment, said he thought he could show 
to the House good reasons for voting 
against the Second Reading of the Bill. 
Parliament ought to be very careful 
before giving anyone power to take water 
out of adistrict by pumping. It seemed 
to him that the proper way of supplying 
an area with water was by means of 
storage. It was quite possible that in 
future the county councils of Bucking- 
hamshire, Hertfordshire, and Middlesex 
might combine together in some great 
storage scheme. It was impossible to 
over-estimate the damage that was done 
to areas by the abstraction of water from 
the ground. Moisture was withdrawn 
from the ground, and the loss to the 
farmer could not be gauged. One 
ground of opposition to this Bill was that 
it would be utilised to enable the South- 
wark and Vauxhall Company to supply 
a suburb of London with water in an 
underhand way. He had for many 
years been well acquainted with the 
Thames from Oxford to Putney. Those 
who watched the river carefully were 
well aware that it depended upon a large 
body of underground water, which to all 
intents and purposes was the Thames 
itself. This Bill took powers to sink 
wells and to put in pumping machinery 
in the very area through which that 
underground water was flowing, and 
the promoters would secure a large 
volume of water without paying one 
penny towards the cost of the upkeep 
of the upper part of the river. This water 
would be used in order to make profit 
for the promoters. The Bill was opposed 
by every county council and every local 
authority in the area which was affected 
by it—the area which was to be robbed 
of its water for private trading purposes, 
‘in order that a suburban district many 
miles distant might be served. There 
was another strong reason for opposing 
| the Bill. There was no provision whereby 
| local authorities could acquire the power 
to supply water to their own localities, 
/and if the Bill were passed those local 
authorities would be bound hand and 
| foot to a private trading, water-robbing 


| 
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company. He saw in the Bill a proposal 
for the acquisition of the Slough water- 
works, but it so happened that the Urban 


District Council at Slough had unani- | 
mously passed a resolution against the 
Bill, as they entertained hopes of acquiring | 


the waterworks for themselves. The 
Buckinghamshire County Council also 
opposed the Bill. 


distant districts. The soil of Bucking- 
hamshire wasa thirsty soil. The rainfall 
over the area was small, and if a private 
company were allowed to come in and 
take away water without control it 


might do the greatest possible harm to | 


the various industries of the district. In 
the county of Hertfordshire steam pumps 
had been put in for the purpose of supply- 


ing water to London, and the result had | 


been to seriously lower the water of the 
river there. 
warning by the example, and he implored 
the House not to sanction any scheme 


which would take away water from the 


river in the county of Buckinghamshire. 
The scheme was one of spoliation and 
robbery, and inasmuch as all the local 
bodies were strongly opposed to the 
principle of the Bill he hoped that the 
House would at once throw out a measure 
the carrying of which would deprive a 


large area of its water for the purpose | 
of supplying districts at a great distance | 


aud putting money into the pockets of 
private traders. 


Amendment proposed— 

“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘upon 
this day six months.’ ’”’—(Sir Frederick Dizon- 
Hartland.) 

Question, “That the word ‘now’ 
stand part of the Question.” 


Mr. BOULNOIS (Marylebone, E.): 


{COMMONS} 


They objected to. 
water being taken out of what was, 
admittedly a dry soil in order to supply | 


He wished them to take | 
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which had at present no system of water 
supply. He did not think that there 
could be any question that there were 
parts of Buckinghamshire which were 
in need of a water supply, which the 
company was prepared to give by estab- 
lishing high-level reservoirs, to which 
they could pump from the present wells. 
All the objections to a Bill of this kind 
ought really to be urged before a Com- 
mittee upstairs, and the House was 
obviously not in a position to determine 
the questions which had been raised 
by his hon. friend. The Committee 
could investigate them, and would have 
_ evidence before it as to whether there was 
a desire on the part of the inhabitants 
of the districts concerned to have a 
system of water supply. The question 
lof taking water out of the county of 
Buckinghamshire was obviously one for 
a Committee. It was impossible to draw 
a hard and fast line, and to say that the 
boundaries of counties should separate 
the sources of supply, and that on the 
Hertfordshire side only Hertfordshire 
water should be used, and on _ the 
Buckinghamshire side only Buckingham- 
shire water should be used. A reason- 
able latitude should be allowed in matters 
of that kind, and it was impossible to 
fix an absolute distinction. Many pro- 
vincial towns went far afield for their 
water, and it was well known that the 
London County Council sought its source 
of supply in Wales. There would be 
no difficulty in introducing upstairs 
substantial limitations which would pre- 
vent injury to any town, and he was 
quite sure the promoters would assent. 
In the Bill of 1900 the promoters 
|vied with the Hertfordshire County 
| Council in introducing a restrictive clause 
\limiting the quantity of water to be 
taken from the valley of the Colne for 
/consumption outside, and similar pro- 
‘tection could very easily be afforded in 











said he had no personal interest inthe Bill, | the present Bill. He hoped the House 
but he did not think it deserved to be| would seriously consider whether it 
described as a scheme of spoliation and | should decide a question of this kind 
robbery. It was a very harmless Bill,| without having evidence before it. A 
after all. Its objects were to authorise | suggestion was made by his hon. friend 
an existing company to lay two lines of | that there was something behind the 
pipes to outlying districts where the/| Bill, and it was stated that there was a 
company already had powers to supply | close connection between the promoters 
water under an Act passed last year, | of the Bill and one of the London Water 
and they also asked powers to extend | companies, which naturally created appre- 
their limits of supply to various parishes | hension, but such apprehension was not 


Major Grenfell. 
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well founded. The London water com- 


panies were not so selfish as to say that | 


{9 May 1901} 
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rejection, not in his individual capacity‘ 
but as the Chairman of the Thames Con- 


every drop of water in the watershed of | servancy. He believed that the people of 


the Thames should necessarily go into 
the Thames. It was an enormous area, 


and it was ridiculous to say that every | 


drop of water in it should go into the 
Thames and that none of it should’ be 


used by the inhabitants of the surround- , 


ing districts. It would be a pity to reject 
the Bill on the Second Reading, and he 
hoped that the usual course would be 


taken in the case of a small Bill of this | 
kind, and that it would be sent to a! 


Committee. 


*Mr. -MELLOR (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Sowerby) said that with his experience 
as Chairman of Committee he would, in 
nineteen cases out of twenty, advise the 
House to send a Bill of that kind to a 
Committee, but there were cases where 
the principle of the Bill was vicious 
and where no compensation could be 
given for the injury which might result, 
in which the House might well depart 


from that course. He was afraid he must | 


say, in spite of the ingenious appeal of 
the hon. Gentleman opposite, that this 
was a Bill of that character, and unless 
the rights of poor people who had wells 
in the districts concerned were pro- 
tected he thought the House might 
well refuse to give the Bill Second 
Reading. No compensation could be 
given for the abstraction of water. If 
aman had a well on his land, and 
the water were taken away, the land 
might become valueless, and he could not 
be compensated in money. Every local 
authority in the districts concerned was 
against the present Bill, and had asked 
the county councils to oppose it, so that | 
the House might know what was the real | 
truth in regard to it. He hoped the 
House would not be led away by the | 
plausible argument of supplying other 


_be an emergency every day. 
‘authorities were opposed to the Bill, and 


London owed the Thames Conservancy 
a great debt of gratitude for the admirable 
manner in which they had discharged 
their duty; the Thames Conservancy 
now said that the Bill before the House 
was an attempt to divert water from 
the Thames which ought to be kept in it. 
When he was Chairman of the Unopposed 
Bills Committee a water Bill was before 
them. Fortunately, the Member for 
the district concerned was on the Com- 
mittee, and he pointed out that the 
effect of the Bill would be to take away 
water from a number of poor cottagers 
who could not protect themselves, and the 


| Bill was adjourned in order that the Com- 


mittee could satisfy themselves that that 
would not be done. He hoped the House 
would listen to the voice of the local 
authorities and the Thames Conservancy, 
and reject the Bill. . 


Mr. HUDSON (Hertfordshire, Hitchin) 
said that there were three parishes in 
Hertfordshire mentioned in the Bill, 
and while they did not object to wells 
being sunk to supply the inhabitants, 
they strongly objected to water being 
supplied to other companies, especially 
a London water company. It was quite 
certain that if the Bill were passed a 
quantity of water would be diverted from 
Hertfordshire to Buckinghamshire. In 
the Bill of 1900 it was provided that only 
300,000 gallons should be drawn per 
diem, except in case of emergency, but if 
the present Bill were carried there might 
The local 


he earnestly hoped the House would 
reject it. 
Mr. CARLILE (Buckinghamshire, N.) 


said he would not have intervened in 
the debate but for the fact that he had 





districts with water, because they had no | been specially requested by the Bucking- 
right to take away water from one district hamshire County Council to urge the 
in order to supply another district. When | House to oppose this Bill. He con- 
he was on the Royal Commission on the | sidered that it would be a most improper 
Water Supply of London nothing struck thing for this company to seize a com- 
him more than the manner in which the modity which was of such great value 
Thames Conservancy had succeeded in} to the county of Buckinghamshire, and 
keeping the water in the river pure. he hoped that the House would listen 
What was their position in regard to the | to the appeal, which was not only made 
present Bill? The Chairman of the! by that county, but also by Middlesex 
Thames Conservancy had moved its! and Hertfordshire and other counties. 
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Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar) said the only personal 
interest which he had in the matter 


was that, being a keen fisherman, he 


objected to these water companies de- 
stroying all the fish as they did. 


{COMMONS} 


From | 
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Question put, and negatived ; words 


Business. 


_ added. 


Main Question, as amended, put, and 
,agreed to; Second Reading put off for 
six months. 


the London point of view, however, | 


this matter was of considerable import- 
ance. 
when the demands of the small water 


companies should be dealt with by a, 
With regard to | 
London itself, the question was going | 


large general scheme. 


to be dealt with, and he hoped decisively, 
in the next session; but beyond that 
he considered it was necessary also to 
consider the whole water supply of the 
country and how far it could be derived 
from the Thames. 
panies were allowed to take water from 


the Thames and its sources, it must | 
necessarily be very detrimental to London , 


as a whole, and he should, therefore, 
vote against the Bill. He should vote 


igainst it not only on that ground, but , 


ilso on the ground that this company 
was in the hands of the Southwark and 
Vauxhall Company. The last time that 
this question was raised it was raised 
openly by the Southwark and Vaux- 
hail Company, and now it was raised 
on behalf of the same company in a 
very insidious way. As a matter of 


fact, it was not the desire of the company | 


to supply the villages in the district 
over which it was proposed to acquire 
powers ; what they wanted to obtain 
was a new area, and in time it would 
be discovered that they had amalga- 
mated with the Southwark and Vaux- 
hall Company. 


Mr. ROTHSCHILD (Buckingham- 


shire, Aylesbury) said he wished to 


draw attention to one objection which | 


had not been mentioned, and that was 
that the district bordering the area 
claimed by the Rickmansworth and 
Uxbridge Water Company under this 
Bill was supplied by underground 
reservoirs in the chalk; and while the 
company had promised only to obtain 
the water which was inthe area itself, by 
sinking wells and pumping they would 
take away the water from the sur- 
rounding country and cause a dearth 


of water in the neighbouring area. He | 


should oppose the Bill. 


He thought the time had come | 


If these small com- | 


PROVISIONAL 
(By ORDER.) 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


WINSFORD URBAN DISTRICT 
TRANSFER, ETC.) BILL. 
“To empower the Urban District 
/Council of Winsford, in the county of 
Chester. to manufacture and supply 
gas. and to provide for the transfer to 
ithe Council of the undertaking of the 
Over and Wharton Gas Company, 
Limited. or of the liquidators appointed 
by the said Company ; and to make 
further provision in regard to the finance 
of the said district ; and for other pur- 
poses,” read the first time; to be read 
a second time. 


(GAS. 


CROMER WATER BILL. 
Petition for additional Pyvovision ; re- 
ferred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills. 


RAILWAY BILLS (GROUP 3). 

Mr. Seate-HayNe reported from the 
Committee on Group 3 of Railway 
Bills. That the parties opposing the 
| London County Council (Tramways and 
Street Widenings) Bill had stated that 
the evidence of Sub-divisional Inspector 
Miller. E Division Police Station, Gray's 
‘Inn Road, was essential to their case; 
‘and, it having been proved that his 
,attendance could not be procured with- 
out the intervention of the House, he 
had been instructed to move that the 
said Sub-divisional Inspector Miller do 
attend the said Committee to-morrow, 
at half-past eleven of the clock. 

Ordered, That Sub-divisional Inspec 
tor Miller do attend the Committee on 
Group 3 of Railway Bills to-morrow, at 
half-past eleven of the clock. 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP Kk). 

Mr. Heywoop JounsTone reported 
from the Committee on Group K of 
Private Bills. That, for the convenience 
of parties. the Committee had adjourned 
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till Monday next, at half-past eleven of 
the clock. 
Report to lie upon the Table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, | 


“An Act to authorise and provide for 


the removal of the school for Orphans | 
{ Freemen of the City of London to | 


| Old Machar ; 


| to lie upon the Table. 


1 new site in the parish of Walton-on- 
the-Hill, in the county of Surrey, and the 
ale of the site and buildings at Brixton 
now occupied by the school; and for 
other purposes.” 
ior Orphans of Freemen Bill [Lords]. 


LONDON (CITY) SCHOOL FOR 


JRPHANS OF FREEMEN BILL [Lords]. | 


Read the first time: and referred to 


Bills. 

PETITIONS. 
AGRICULTURAL RATES ACT, 1896. 
Petition from Crewe, against re-enact- 

ment ; to lie upon the Table. 


| 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Catfield ; 
Uffculme ; Tiverton ; Wolverhampton : 
Hipperholme; Birmingham;  Foots 
Cray; Darwen; Westcott Barton; 
Belvedere ; Huddersfield ; Morecambe ; 
Collyhurst ; Spittal; Woking; Bury ; 
Bradford ; Taunton ; Kingsdon ; Leek ; 
Sandhurst ; Colne (eight); | Knares- 
borough (two) ; West Kensington Park ; 
Crewe; Sydmonton; Swindon (five) ; 
Malvern Link ; Wycliffe; Morecambe ; 
Arkholme - with - Cawood : Brotton ; 
Redear ; Camberwell ; Plymouth ; 
Brixham; Westgate; | Evenwood;_ 
Long Clawson ; Smethwick ; Worcester ; 
Purton;  Lydbrook; = Maxworthy ; 
Northlew ; Black Torrington; Sheep- 
wash ; Milton Damerell ; and Greenock ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON | 
SUNDAY (MONMOUTHSHIRE). 
Petition from Holbeach, for alteration | 


of Law; to lie upon the Table. | 
| 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO, 
CHILDREN BILL. 
Petition from Easton, against ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


London (City) School 


the Examiners of Petitions for Private | 
| Persons employed, Output, and Acci- 
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Petitions in favour, from Wandsworth ; 
Brighouse and Elland; Birmingham ; 
Northlew; Brixham; Ashton under 
Lyne; Louth; and Stockport; to lie 
upon the Table. 


Reports, &c. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petitions in favour, from Stirling ; 
Alford; and Glasgow ; 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 





MINES AND QUARRIES. 
Copy presented, of General Report 
and Statistics for the year 1900, Part 
I. (District Statistics) Statistics of the 


dents at Mines and Quarries in the 
United Kingdom, arranged according 
to the inspection Districts [by Com- 


mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


ARMY. 

Copy presented, of Report by Captain 
the Honourable T. F. Fremantle, 1st 
Bucks Volunteer Rifle Corps, and Cap- 
tain E. C. H. Grant, Argyll and Suther- 
land Highlanders, on Swiss Rifle Ranges 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION. 

Copy presented, of General Report on 
Schools for the Blind and Deaf for the 
two years ended 31st August, 1900, by 
J. King, Esquire, Senior Chief Inspector, 
with Appendices [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND 
CAMBRIDGE ACT, 1877 (CAMBRIDGE). 
Copy presented, of Statutes made 

by the Governing Body of Sidney Sussex 
College, Cambridge, on 22nd December, 
1900, amending Sections 6 and 10 of 
Statute X. and Statute XXIV. of the 
Statutes of that College [by Act]; to 


‘lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


[No. 162.] 


NATIONAL EDUCATION (IRELAND). 

Copy presented, of New Rules and 
Regulations of the Commissioners of 
National Education (Ireland) as revised 
by the Board and sanctioned by the 
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Treasury for the year 1900-1 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


Questions. 


[by Com- 


CHINA (No. 4, 1901). 


{COMMONS} 
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| general pacification was more extended 
‘and more definite, but as it was rejected 

by Commandant Botha His Majesty’s 
| Government are no longer bound by it. 


Copy presented, of Plans referred to | 


in China (No. 3, 1901) [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
2591 to 2593 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


EAST INDIA (FINANCIAL STATEMENT, 
1901-2), 

Address for ‘Copy of the Indian 
Financial Statement for 1901-2, and of 
the Proceedings of the Legislative Council 
of the Governor General thereon.”— 
(Sir Henry Fouwler.) 


QUESTIONS. 

SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—PEACE NEGO- 
TIATIONS WITH GENERAL BOTHA. 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis): 

I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 

the Colonies, can he say what the specific 

terms of peace were which Sir Alfred 

Milner states, in his despatch of 6th 

February, 1901, had been offered by Lord 

Kitchener and were generally regarded 

as a generous and statesmanlike offer, 

and one which, if firmly adhered to, 
would ultimately be accepted; were 
these terms identical with those subse- 
quently offered by Lord Kitchener, in 
his letter to General Botha on ‘7th 

March, 1901, and rejected by General 

Botha on 16th March, 1901; and, if 

they were not identical, can he say in 

what respect the terms of 7th March, 

1901, differed from those offered previous 

to 6th February, 1901. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE For THE 
COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): The terms referred 
to by Sir A. Milner in the despatch re- 
ferred to are those stated in his telegram 
of 12th January and in Lord Kitchener’s 
speech at a meeting of the Burgher 
Peace Committee, which will be found 
at page 28 and page 58 of Parliamentary 
Paper, Cd. 547. The offer made to Com- 
mandant Botha as the condition for a 


TRANSVAAL GOLD MINES. 

Mr. BLACK (Banffshire) : I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he can state the names of the 
proprietors of the mines in the Transvaal 
which are now producing gold; and, 
whether his reports show that any 
further mines will be started this month, 
and the names of the proprietors of these 
mines. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I am sorry 
to say I have no information on the 
subject. 


Mr. BLACK: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman ask for it ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I have no 


objection to writing for it. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): Cable for it. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : It is hardly 
worth telegraphing for. 


TAXATION ON THE MINES. 


Mr. BLACK: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies whether 
the laws of the Transvaal, which continue 
| to be administered by the British Govern- 
ment, impose any tax direct or indirect 
or exact any royalty from the gold 
mining industry or upon material used 
in connection therewith; if so, can he 
state what these taxes or royalties are, 
and, approximately, what proportion 
of the gold produced they absorb ; and 
whether they will be enforced by the 
British Government for the benefit of 
His Majesty. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The Trans- 

| vaal laws imposed prospectors’ or diggers’ 
licences varying from 2s. 6d. to £1 per 

claim per month, and a 5 per cent. tax 

on the net profit of the working of the 
| mines, except on certain forms of mining 
| lease, when 10s. a morgen or 24 per cent. 
‘on the gross production was payable. 
Machinery paid 1} per cent. on importa- 

| tion, and the mining industry of course 
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contributed indirectly to the revenue 
under many other heads of customs. 
(2) I do not know what proportion of 
the gold production was absorbed by 
taxation. (3) Any taxes received will, 


of course, be paid into the Transvaal 


Treasury. 


JAMESON RAID—BOER CLAIMS. 

Mr. ALFRED DAVIES (Carmarthen 
Boroughs): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies if he will state 
whether the British Government is 
prepared to entertain certain claims of 
those Boers who have suffered loss 
owing to the Jameson raid, and who 
have received no compensation ; and, if 
not, will he state to whom the claims 
should be sent. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I am not 
aware of any cases of the kind referred to. 


Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: Is the right 
hon. Gentleman prepared to receive 
particulars of the cases, because, if so, 
I will send in something for him ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: If there 
are any cases of the kind referred to— 
that is to say, cases of loss for which no 
compensation has been received—they 
should be sent in the first instance to 
the present Transvaal Government. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: To be sent 
into Mr. Rhodes, I suppose ? 


Mr. O’MARA (Kilkenny, 8.): Who 
are the present Transvaal Government ? 


CAPE COLONY—FINANCE AND 
TAXATION. 

Mr. M‘KENNA (Monmouthshire, N.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether he can state the 
revenue and expenditure of Cape Colony 
for the year ending 30th June, 1990, 
the estimated revenue and expenditure 
for the year ending 30th June, 1901 ; 
and whether any additional taxation has 
been imposed in Cape Colony in conse- 
quence of the war. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The revenue 
for the year ending 30th June, 1900, 
was £6,369,000, the expenditure 
£6,684,000. The Estimates for the year 
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ending 30th June, 1901, were, revenue 
£7,852,000, expenditure, £7,225,000, 
which included a deficit of £69,000 
brought forward. No additional taxa- 
tion has yet been imposed, but the Cape 
Assembly has not met since October last. 
i 
FARM BURNING. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War, with 
'regard to the fact that on or about the 

8th August last, in consequence of shots 
having been fired by Boers at a train at 
Bronkhurst, on the line between Pretoria 
and Middelburg, all the farms within a 
radius of ten miles were fired by British 
soldiery, will he state how many men, 
women, and children were rendered 
homeless by this operation, and what 
measures, if any, were taken for the 
protection from death by exposure and 
starvation of those who were thus 
deprived of their property. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford): 
The hon. Member appears to refer to the 
burning of a group of farms three miles 
north of Shietpoort, which is near 
Bronkhurst Spruit. This was carried 
out because two trains were fired at 
from this direction and certain casualties 
were caused thereby. I have no in- 
formation as to the number or subse- 
quent treatment of the inhabitants. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Is_ there 
no official information of any kind as 
to the fate of these women and children ! 


[No answer was returned. | 


BURNING OF DE WET’S HOUSE 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
| whether he can state on what grounds 
was the house of General De Wet set on 
fire and burnt to the ground by British 
troops ; and by whom was the order 
given to fire this house. 

Mr. BRODRICK: General De Wet’s 
house was burned in June last, because 
‘it was considered by the military authori- 
ties to be necessary in order to prevent 
the railway line being destroyed. The 
line had been cut in close proximity to 
the farm. 
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Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Will the 


right hon. Gentleman kindly give an 
assurance that De Wet’s family will not 
he destroyed too ? 


Questions. 


Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8S.) : How many 
times has the railway been cut since ? 


{No answer was returned. | 


THE COLONIAL SECRETARY AND FARM 
BURNING. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 

ask the Secretary of State for the Colonies 

will he state what is the nature of the 


personal punishment to which he re- | 


ferred and which he recommended in 


December last as a substitution for the | 
punishment of the burning of the Boer | 


farms in South Africa. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I have not | 
interfered in any way with the discretion | 
of the military authorities, and the hon. | 
Member is incorrect in saying that I have | 


recommended any punishmeit. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman kindly answer 
my question ? With all respect to him, he 
has not done so. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN did not rise. | 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I press for 


an answer. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 

anything to his answer. 
TRANSPORT TO THE CAPE. 

*Sir JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 


mouth): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether any delay took 


place in the despatch from the United | 


Kingdom of troops to South Africa 
during the month of October, 1899, and, 
if any such delay did take place, whether 
the official reports show that it was 


attributable to causes relating to ships, | 
or to arrangements concerning military | 


forces which the ships were to embark, 
or to both causes combined ; and, in any 
case, whether experience furnished by 
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The | 


right hon. Gentleman declines to add | 
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[event of two army corps and a cavalry 

division having to be sent abroad, the 
;men could be got ready to be put on 
| board the ships before the ships could be 
got ready. 

Mr. BRODRICK: No delay took 
place either in the preparation of the 
| troops for embarkation or in the pro- 
| vision of the ships by the Admiralty to 
earry them. It is obvious that, as con- 
| siderable time must necessarily be re- 
| quired to adapt modern ships to the 
transport of the large number of horses 
‘belonging to an army corps, in that 
_ respect alone the troops would be ready 
before the ships. 





| COST OF HIRE OF TRANSPORTS. 

| Mr. HERBERT LEWIS — (Flint 
| Boroughs) : I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Admiralty whether there is now 
‘any objection to granting a Return 
' showing the amounts paid for the hire 
of ships for the transport of troops, 
| horses, and stores to South Africa. 


THe CIVIL LORD or tHE ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. PretyMan, Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge): As large engagements for the 

| conveyance of horses and stores are still 
| of almost weekly occurrence, and negotia- 
tions are in progress from time to time 
for the modification of the rates of hire 
of the transports still employed, it would 
not be advantageous to the public service 
at present to publish the terms of hire and 
freight. 


SCOTTISH LAW AGENTS IN SOUTH 


AFRICA. 

Mr. JOHN DEWAR (Inverness-shire) : 
| I beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether steps have been taken 
to draw the attention of the Governments 
of the Cape and Natal Colonies to the 
state of the law in regard to the admission 
of Scottish law agents as solicitors in the 
respective colonies; will he consider 
the desirability of all Scottish lawyers 
| being admitted on the same terms as 
solicitors in the Supreme Court and 
writers to the signet ; and will he state 
| the nature of any replies which may have 
| been received from these Governments 
| on the subject. 








the actual test of war during that month | 
confirmed the opinion expressed by Lord; Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The practice 
Wolseley, on 20th May, 1887, that, in the | in both the Cape Colony and Natal is, I 





11 


un 


Co 
atti 
fac! 
to | 
not 


cas] 
tha’ 
mel 
5it! 
mal 
alre 
inst 
Stat 
allo 


V 


Dist 
Stat 
the 


retu 
chai 
whe 
if so 
the 
they 
that 
Vol 


have 
up t 
the 

In 1 
ques 
Men 


1140 


cavalry 
ad, the 
put on 
‘ould be 


‘d took 
of the 
he pro- 
ralty to 
as con- 

be re- 
to the 
horses 
n that 
> ready 


RTS. 
(Flint 
tary to 
s now 
Return 
1e hire 
troops, 


\ DMI- 
Wood- 
or the 
re still 
egotia- 
9 time 
of hire 
would 
service 
re and 


OUTH 


hire): 
or the 
taken 
ments 
o the 
ission 
1 the 
isider 
wyers 
ns as 
and 
state 
have 
nents 


ictice 
is, 








1141 Questions. 


understand, to admit Scottish law agents | 
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who are entitled to practise before the | 


Court of Session. 


attention of the Governor of Natal to the | 


I have called the) 


fact that the law and the practice appear | 


to be at variance on this point, but have 
not as yet received any reply. 


jirn' BUCKS IMPERIAL YEOMANRY — | 
OTLEY CONTINGENT. 

Mr. DUNCAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 

Otley): I beg to ask the Secretary of 


State for War if he is aware that some of 


months ago joined the Yeomanry, and 
who are now with C Company of the 
jth Section of the Field Force in South 
Africa, are destitute, none of them having 
received any of the pay assigned to them, 
and if he can say when some payment 
will be made. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
tHE WAR OFFICE (Lord StaNnLey, Lan- 
cashire, Westhoughton) : It is presumed 
that the hon. Member is referring to the 
men enlisted in the Otley district for the 
5ith Bucks Company of Imperial Yeo- 
manry. In some cases payment has 
already been made, and in the others 


| what is its actual strength ; 
‘of the 
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Questions. 


ROYAL GARRISON BATTALION 
MALTA—MARRIED QUARTERS. 
Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether he can state what is the 
establishment of the Royal Garrison 
Battalion to be stationed in Malta, and 
how many 
married, how many 
children have they, and how many 
married quarters are available; and 
what provision will be made, and where, 
for the families who cannot be quartered 


men are 


in barracks. 
the wives and families of men who two | s 


Lorp STANLEY: The establishment 


‘is 1,012 of all ranks, and the present 


instructions have been given to the, 


Station Paymaster, Oxford, to pay the 
allowances due to their families. 


WELSH REGIMENT—VOLUNTEER 


COMPANY. 
Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea 
District): I beg to ask the Secretary of 


State for War whether the Members of 
the Volunteer Corps of the Welsh Regi- 
ment who have served in and recently 
returned from South Africa were dis- 
charged from active service on 3rd May ; 
whether their pay ceased on 28th April ; 
if so, why are not they to receive pay until 
the date of their discharge ; and why are 
they not accorded treatment similar to 
that accorded to the City 
Volunteers. 


Lorp STANLEY: These Volunteers 


| 


Imperial | 


have been paid up to the 3rd May, and not | 
up to the 28th April only, as ‘stated by | 


Member 


the hon. 


in the question. | 


In reply to the third paragraph of the | 


question, it is not clear to what the hon. | 
Member refers. 


strength 827. The exact figures of the 
numbers of wiv es and children are not to 
hand. There are thirty-nine married 
quarters now available, and thirty more 


will be available in July. Further 
arrangements are being made. Those 


families which cannot be accommodated 
in quarters will remain in England and 
be granted separation allowance. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: Will 
the noble Lord make inquiry as to the 
number of wives and children ? This is a 
very important point. 


Lorp STANLEY: I am making 
inquiries, and am sorry not to be able 
to give the figures to-day. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: Can 
we have them in time for the debate on 
Monday ? 

Lorp STANLEY : I cannot say. 
Captain NORTON (Newington, W.) 
Can the noble Lord state whether there is 
any difference as regards the percentage 
of married men allowed in this regiment 
as compared with the percentage in 

ordinary regiments of the Line ? 


Lorp STANLEY: Yes, Sir, there is a 
difference, but I cannot give the actual 


figures. I think my right hon. friend 
made them in his statement on the 
Estimates. 


INNISKILLING MILITIA. 


Mr. M‘FADDEN (Donegal, E.) : I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
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whether, in view of the fact that the | joined the battalion, and for some years 
5th Battalion of the Inniskilling Militia | previous while the battalion was trained 
have been in training at Dover for almost | at Lifford the yearly average number of 
a year, and that the men of the battalion | recruits was sixty-five ; and whether, in 
have recently expressed themselves in | view of the diminution in the number of 
favour of immediate disembodiment, that | recruits joining the battalion since its 
a memorandum was sent from the depot | transfer to Ballyshannon, the War Office 
at Omagh to the battalion asking if the | will consider the advisability of having 
regiment wished to stay for the annual | the training held at Lifford for the future, 
training, and that only a few of the men | 
and a couple of officers recently joined | Lorp STANLEY: In reply to the first 
expressed their assent, and that few of | paragraph, there were seventy-two re- 
the men whose time is expired have re-  cruits in 1899 and fifty-four in 1900. 
engaged, on the ground of the hardship In reply to the second paragraph, the 
of being kept at training for so long a average number was more than sixty- 
period, and also on the ground that the | five. In regard to the third paragraph, 
men, who are largely drawn from the | there does not appear to be adequate 
farming classes in the counties of Tyrone grounds for the re-transfer of the training 
and Donegal, will suffer loss by being to Lifford. Ballyshannon has approxi- 
absent from the putting in of their crop mately six times the population of Lifford. 
and from their farming operations 
—he will take a plebiscite of the) DECEASED MILITIAMEN’S KITS. 
officers, non-commissioned officers, and) gimp ROBERT GUNTER (Yorkshire, 
men of the battalion as to their desire or W.R., Barkston Ash): I beg to ask the 
otherwise for diseni bodiment ; and, if the Secretary of State for War whether, in 
majority is in favour of this course, will | cases where militiamen in South Africa 
he order its disembodiment. die from enteric fever, and their kits are 
Panera ram . burned by order, any compensation will 
Lorp STANLEY: I must refer the pe given to the widow or next-of-kin. 
hon. Member to a reply given on the 
25th April to a similar question put by Lorp STANLEY: Compensation in 
the hon. Member for South Donegal.7 kind or money for losses incurred on 
‘ is 'service is only granted for the purpose 
Mr. MFADDEN: The noble Lord | of enabling the officers or men who have 
has not answered the question as to the | jost their equipment through unavoidable 
representations made by the men. causes to re-equip themselves for further 
en : ,_ | Service, and cannot therefore be regarded 
Lorp STANLEY : Yea: 1 think I | as an anset of the estate. 
answered the question fully on 25th 
April. MILITIA HELMETS. 


Mr. M‘FADDEN: It was not to the| SI ROBERT GUNTER: I beg to 
same effect as this. |ask the Secretary of State for War 
' whether, when militia helmets are found 
Lorp STANLEY: I have nothing to ' unserviceable in South Africa, they are 
do with that. | replaced by felt hats, as in other branches 
of the service. 


. ne ee Lorp STANLEY: Large supplies of 
‘Mr. M‘FADDEN: I beg to ask | felt hats have been sent to South Africa 
the Secretary for State for War whether | for the disposal of Lord Kitchener, and 
he can state how many recruits have | the question of replacing the militia 
joined the Donegal Militia since the ‘helmets by these rests entirely with him. 
transfer of the training quarters an ; ; 


barracks from Lifford to Ballyshannon MILITIA ON ACTIVE SERVICE. 
in the year 1899 ; whether he is aware 


. ‘ -..| Mr. CAREW (Meath, 8S.) : I beg to ask 
‘ -y 98 some 12 S| : ’ 
yo netheeh smanllniccaahaiimaitescacteslomn | the Secretary of State for War whether 
| 





it is proposed, and, if so, when, to relieve 
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the militia regiments now serving more 
than a year in South Africa. 


Questions. 


Lorp STANLEY: I have at present 
nothing to add to the reply which I gave 
to a similar question put by my hon. 
iriend the Member for the Darwen 
Division of Lancashire on the 23rd 
April. t 


YOUTHFUL SOLDIERS. 


Captain NORTON: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War if he can state 
the number of men in the Regular Army 
who, on Ist January, 1899, were returned 
as under the age of nineteen ; the number 
of those returned as under the age of 
twenty ; and the number of those who 
had been enlisted as specials. 


Lorp STANLEY : The numbers under 


nineteen years of age were 16,892, and, 


under twenty were 36.878. During 
1898 there were 12,983 men enlisted as 
specials, and on the Ist January, 1899, 
59 per cent. of these had reached 
standard. 


DISCHARGES FROM THE ARMY 


CaptaIN NORTON : I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War if he can state 
with reference to the ten years ending 
jlst December, 1898, how many men, 
under seven years service, were dis- 
charged from the Regular Army as unfit 
ior further service (excluding those 
lisabled by injuries received in the per- 
iormance of their duties, or by wounds 
incurred on active service); the total 
mount paid in pensions to men thus 
discharged ; the average number of 
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hon. and gallant Member. In _ both 
establishments the pressure due to the 
large number of invalids returning from 
South Africa, whose cases should be 
promptly dealt with, is very great. 


(Questions. 


PRIVATE SOLDIERS’ PAY. 


CapTAIN NORTON : I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War if he can state 


| in what year the pay of the British private 


‘soldier was fixed at 1s. a day, and also 


yearly enlistments in the Regular Army ; | 


and the average number of transfers to 
the Reserve. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The _ average 
number of yearly enlistments in the 
Regular Army was 34,122. The average 
number of transfers to the Reserve was 
15,764. I fear [ cannot at present throw 
upon the War Office and Chelsea Hospital 
the very heavy work required to obtain 
answers to the other questions put by the 





+ See preceding volume, page 1065. 





when the initial pay of the infantry 
subaltern was fixed at 5s. 3d. a day. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The rate of 1s. for 


the private dates from 25th May, 1797, 


when the soldier had to find all his food 
out of it. A rate of 1s. has been traced 
to the time of Richard Cromwell, but it 
was shortly afterwards reduced. The 
pay of the subaltern was fixed at 5s. 3d. 
on the 25th June, 1806. I may mention 
that at the time of the battle of Agincourt 
the pay of the archers was 6d. a day, but 


they did not always get it. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS: Was not 6d. 
a day at the time of the battle of Agin- 
court equal to 5s. at the present day ? 


Captain NORTON: Can the right 
hon. Gentleman say when the British 
soldier first received 1s. per day in addi- 
tion to the amount of food he receives 
now ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: I think the hon. 
Member had better put that question 
down. 


HAGUE CONFERENCE RESOLUTIONS. 

Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether His Majesty’s 
Government accept the resolutions of the 


| Hague Conference relating to the conduct 


of war as binding upon this country in 
every war with a civilised Power. 


Mr. BRODRICK: This Government 


| accepts the principle to which it gave its 
_asserit at the Hague Conference. 
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WAR OFFICE CLERK AS COMPANY NAVY VICTUALLING COMMITTEE, 
_——— *Sin JOHN COLOMB: I beg to ask 

Mr. TAYLOR (Lancashire, Radcliffe) : | the Secretary to the Admiralty whether 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for| the Departmental Committee appointed 
War whether his attention has been|to inquire into victualling has yet 
called to the case of R. Stephenson and | reported ; and, if so, will such Report 
Company, Limited, before the Lancashire | be laid upon the Table before the Victual- 
Chancery Court of Liverpool, on 30th | ling Vote is taken. 
April and Ist May last, in which a clerk 
at the War Office figures as a company} THE SECRETARY To THe ADMI- 
promoter, carrying on business in Vic-| RALTY (Mr. ARNoLD-Forster, Belfast, 
toria Street, London, and three clerks} W.): The Report reached the Admiralty 
and a lady typewriter (all said to be in his | to-day. The subject is a large one, and 
employ) figure as signatories to the | the Report will require very careful con- 
memorandum of a company formed by | sideration by the Admiralty. I can 
him to purchase for £22,000 a butcher’s | make no promise as to when the Report 
and meat importer’s business in Liverpool | will be laid on the Table. 
bought by him for £8,208 ; and whether 








it is in accordance with the regulations WATER TUBE BOILERS—H.MS. 
of the War Office that one of its clerks | “MEDUSA.” 
should be so carrying on business. | Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN (Gateshead): 


: I beg to ask the Secretary to the Admi- 

Lorp STANLEY: The gentleman in| ralty whether he can state what indicated 

question left the War Office in 1897. | horse-power is to be taken out of the 

| engines of H.M.S. “ Medusa,” after being 

a ce . | fitted with the eight Diirr water-tube 

" itianie ate | boilers ordered from Germany ; and 

| what consumption of fuel is guaranteed 

Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I beg| per indicated horse-power over a full 

to ask the Secretary of State for War | speed test of time equal to her bunker 
whether, in view of the fact that about | capacity of coal tons. 

a dozen of the mutineers of the West 

African Regiment were shot and 128; Mr. PRETYMAN: The horse-power 

sent as prisoners to Sierra Leone, he will| guaranteed for the engines of the 

state whether these troops committed | ‘* Medusa ” is 7,500 for a period of eight 

any offence beyond leaving Coomassie two | hours. The consumption of fuel per 

months after the period of their engage-| horse-power has not been guaranteed, 

ment there had ended. | but it is one of the objects of the Com- 

| Mittee’s experiments to obtain all par- 


Mr. BRODRICK: I am not in a posi- | ticulars on this point. 
tion to reply to the question without a | 
full report of the circumstances, which | NEW ROYAL YACHT. 
has not yet arrived. | Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN: I beg to 


‘ask the Secretary to the Admiralty if 
Mr. LOUGH: Is the report of the | the repairs and alterations to the new 
| Royal yacht were the subject of a tabu- 
| lated estimate, or have they been carried 
a. Chie . ‘out without any estimate of ultimate 
cote cance pnt elem seel cost ; if the too what was the amount 
tion at present beyond that I have given | : : he age Meets 
na ths hots. Mossler | of the estimate ; if the latter, by whose 
——<— : ‘orders was the work entered upon 
Es eee gt fas without the cost being known. 
Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, | 
W.): Will the right hon. Gentleman| Mp. PRETYMAN: Tabular statements 
cable for the information ‘of all alterations which were found to 


| be necessary from time to time have 
Mr. BRODRICK: I have done sox been submitted, and detailed estimates 


! 
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of cost made out in connection with! PEASANT INDEBTEDNESS IN INDIA. 
them. The total of these estimates) Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne) : 
cannot yet be given with certainty, | 1 beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
as some of them have not yet been India if he will lay upon the Table of 
approved, and the work to which they the House the Report and Appendices 
relate has not been authorised. The thereto on Peasant Indebtedness and 
authority to proceed with the work has Land Alienations to Money Lenders in 
been given by the Admiralty. ‘parts of the Rawal Pindi Division, made 
NN (Cork NM): I by Mr. 8S. S. Thorburn, Commissioner 

Mr. FLY} N (Cor ounty, N.): ‘Sof that division, dated Ist May, 1896. 
there to be no limit placed on the expendi- | . 
ture on this Royal yacht Lorp G. HAMILTON: The Report 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! and Appendices to which the hon. 
'Member refers are very lengthy, and 
Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN : Has the hon: could not be published except as part 
Gentleman any objection to laying onthe of a correspondence which, as a whole, 
Table a tabulated statement of the esti- would form a bulky volume. I do not 
mated cost for this year ? | think that I should be justified in laying 
Mr. PRETYMAN: I should like to it upon the Table of the House, but ] 
vane : shall be prepared to let the hon. Member 

ave notice of that. yg rae 
see a copy if he wishes it. 


BOER ieee" iemamaaiae IN ee : : 
IDIA. Mr. CAINE: I do not wish to put 


Mr. JAMES O’CONNOR (Wicklow the Department to unnecessary expense. 
W): I bee to ask the Secretary of Lhe document need not be printed, if it 
State for War whether he is aware that #8 laid so that hon. Members may see it. 


a number of the Bombay sappers have 
arrived at Ahmednagar, and are putting 
up a high barbed wire entanglement | 
to inclose the iron roofed huts in which | 
Boer prisoners are to be detained ; can | 
he say why the Boer prisoners are to 
be lodged in iron-roofed huts ; what is 
the necessity for the barbed wire entangle- 
ment, and upon whose authority it has 
been erected. ra 


Lorp G. HAMILTON : I think I can 
do that. 


THE BAHR-EL-GHAZEL. 

*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether the attention of His 
Majesty’s Government has been called 
to proposed proceedings of the Société 

Toe SECRETARY or STATE For | Générale Africaine, in which the Congo 
INDIA (Lord G. Haminron, Middlesex, State appears to be interested, within 
Baling): [ have not received any in- the portion of the Bahr-el-Ghazel which 
formation of the nature referred to, | was renounced by France at the time 
but I have no doubt the military autho-| of the Fashoda incident, and which 
rities in India will carry out the wishes appears to be claimed as though the 
of His Majesty’s Government by pro- | Agreement of 1894 were in force with 
viding suitable accommodation for the regard to the whole of the Bahr-el- 
prisoners and by taking proper pre- | Ghazel, in spite of the United Kingdom 
cautions against their escape. /not having been placed in possession of 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): May I ask | — reer eg 9 to His Majesty's 
ifjthe wire entanglement is part of the ieee thes. . aa a State, and 
Sites accommodation? |W 1ether any negotiations are taking 

‘ ; place on the subject. 

Lorp G. HAMILTON: It is part of | 
the precautions taken against escape, *Typ UNDER SECRETARY or 
and similar precaution was taken when STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
English, Irish, and Scotch soldiers were | (Viscount CransorNe, Rochester): His 


prisoners of war at Pretoria. | Majesty’ s Government have no know- 
Mr. DILLON: War does not prevail ledge of the proceedings referred to by 
in India. ithe right hon. Baronet. The question 
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of our position in respect of the leased{ been any report from any of these 
territories has been the subject of com-| agents except from the one in Switzer- 
munications between His Majesty’s | land ? 

Government and that of the Congo 


State. | *Viscount CRANBORNE: I cannot 


| without inquiry. 
RUSSIAN CONCESSIONS IN PERSIA. 

Captain NORTON : I beg to ask the} BRITISH POST OFFICES IN TURKEY. 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign | Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Canter- 
Affairs whether His Majesty's Govern- | bury) : I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
ment will lay upon the Table copies | of State for Foreign Affairs whether any 
of the recent reports received from the | communication has been received from 
British Minister at Teheran communi- | our Ambassador regarding the future of 
cating the extent and conditions of the|the British post offices in Turkey, and 
concessions granted in the years 1898, | whether he has any information to the 
1899, and 1900 by His Imperial | effect that the Turkish Government has 
Majesty the Shah to Russian financial | suppressed these post offices or intends 
syndicates for the purpose of construct- | to do so. 
ing railways, opening banks, and_build- | 
ing harbours in the Persian Somintone. | *ViscounT CRANBORNE: No _pro- 

| posal respecting the future of the British 

*ViscountT CRANBORNE: — His| post offices in Turkey has been received 
Majesty’s Government have received | from His Majesty’s Ambassador. The 
no such reports. | offices have not been suppressed. The 
| Turkish Government stated last year 

BRITISH COMMERCIAL AGENTS | in the course of correspondence respecting 

ABROAD. the British post office at Salonica that 

*Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: I beg | they contemplated the eventual suppres- 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for | sion of the foreign post offices, and were 
Foreign Affairs whether he can state the | informed that His Majesty's Government 
umount which has been received in fees | would be ready to take into consideration 
by the commercial agents in Russia, | any well considered proposals for the 
Switzerland, United States. and Central | withdrawal of the foreign post offices as 
America respectively ; and whether it is}soon as the Turkish postal system was 
intended to extend the system of appoint-| found to be working satisfactorily in 
ing such agents to countries where at | practice, provided that the withdrawal 
| of the British post offices should be con- 
jditional on similar action by other 
*ViscounT CRANBORNE: The _fol- | Powers. 
lowing sums have been received at | 
the Foreign Office on account of fees 
levied by commercial agents :—Russia, 
£13 18s.; Switzerland, nil; United | for Foreign Affairs whether his attention 
States, £3 6s. ; Central America, £1 Is. ;| has been called to the fact that the 
total, £18 5s. The commercial agents | Turkish Government have recently given 
were appointed for an experimental | notice that all mails destined for foreign 
period of two years, rather more than | post offices in Turkey will in the future 
half of which period has expired. It | be opened in the presence of the customs 
ean hardly yet be decided whether the | authorities and distributed by them: 
duties which the agents have performed, | and whether he will take steps to regain 
not only by services payable by fees, but | a privilege hitherto enjoyed by English- 
also by preparing general reports on | men resident in Turkey. 
commercial matters, are of sufficient 
utility to warrant the continuance or| *Viscount CRANBORNE: His Ma- 
the extension of these appointments. jesty’s Government have not seen any 
notice of the nature referred to, but they 
*Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: Can | have been informed that the Ottoman 
the noble Lord say whether there has | authorities intercepted and distributed 








present there are none. 


Mr. ALLEN (Gloucestershire, Stroud) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
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the contents of all the mail bags addressed | 


to the foreign post offices at Constanti- 
nople on Sunday last. The despatch of 
the outgoing mails was also prevented. 
It has since been ascertained that the 
incoming mails will be allowed to pass as 
heretofore, but not the outgoing ones. 
His Majesty’s Ambassador has joined in 
a formal protest which the Embassies 
at Constantinople have made against 
these proceedings. 


CHINA--REPORTED FIRING BY GERMAN 
TROOPS ON A BRITISH BOAT. 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: (Clare, 
E.): | beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs if he has 
now received any information as to the 
firing by German troops upon a British 
boat in China ; and, if not, whether he 
will make inquiries into this matter. 


*Viscount CRANBORNE: No. If the 

incident referred to in the newspapers 
actually took place, and had been of im- 
portance, his Majesty's representatives 
in China would certainly have reported 
it by telegraph. It is not proposed to 
make inquiry. 


CHINA—OPENING UP OF TRADE. 

Mr. NORMAN (Wolverhampton, 8.) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs whether His 
Majesty's Government has received any 
communication, from the Chinese Govern- 
ment respecting the opening of China 
to the trade of the world; and, if so, 
what reply has been sent. 


*ViscounT CRANBORNE: No com- 


munication of this nature has been re- | 


ceived by His Majesty’s Government 
either from the United States or the 
Chinese Governments. 


FEDERAL ADMINISTRATION OF 
AUSTRALIA. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether Lord Hopetoun, in sending in 
the first instance for Sir William Lyne 
to form the first Federal Adminis- 
tration of Australia, although Mr. 
Barton, who eventually became the 
first Prime Minister, was designated | 
for the position by public opinion, was | 
acting on his own initiative or on the 
advice of the Colonial Office. 
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Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Lord Hope 


toun acted on his own initiative in 
this matter, but I have since approved 
his action. 


Questions. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: And the 
colony has disapproved of his action. 


MALTA—THE LANGUAGE 
QUESTION. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he is aware that the Maltese 
Government has partially closed some 
of the public schools in Malta in conse- 
quence of the refusal of the elected 
representatives of the Maltese people to 
grant supplies to those schools in which 
the substitution of English for Italian 
had taken place, and that a number of 
students have, in consequence, been 
deprived of educational facilities ; whether 
the Government intends to persist in d 
policy which is viewed with such opposi- 
tion by the Maltese people, and will he 
state when he is prepared to lay before 
the House the correspondence that has 
taken place on the language question. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The facts 
are not correctly stated in the question. 
I have already stated that I have no 
reason to believe that the Maltese 
| people are opposed to the policy of the 
Government with regard to language. 
since nearly 994 per cent. have opted 
for English in preference to Italian in 
the elementary schools. The latest in- 
formation will be found in the Papers 
which are now being prepared, which 
will I hope be laid before Whitsuntide. 


Mr. BOLAND: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he is aware that a_ public 
meeting, at which 30,000 persons are 
reported to have been present, was held 
in Malta on the 3rd instant to protest 
against the language ordinances ; and 
whether, in view of this strong expression 
of popular discontent, the ordinances 
in question will be abrogated. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I have 
| received no information of any such 
| meeting, but I have asked the Governor 
| to report. 


' $T32 
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GIBRALTAR—SANITATION AND — {supreme court on 11th April, 1900, 
RECREATION GROUNDS. 'The inscribed stock did not become a 

Mr. STEVENSON (Suffolk, Eye) : I | charge on the revenues of Jamaica till 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the | the issue of the advertisement by the 
Colonies whether he is now able to com- | Crown agents calling for the railway 
municate to the House the steps taken | bonds to be sent in to be exchanged for 
to provide recreation grounds for the|jnscribed stock. The subsequent ad- 





naval and military forces stationed at | 


vances under the Colonial Loans Act, 











Gibraltar, to improve the sanitary | which rank after the inscribed stock, are 
system in the garrison, and to secure | £65,000 on 21st July, 1900, for Kingston ( 
that the leases of Crown lands shall not | improvements and waterworks ; £20,000 
in future be granted to speculative | on 31st July, 1900, to meet deficit on t 
builders and financial syndicates. general revenue; and £22,000 on 13th ; 
a" March, 1901, for railway purposes. ] 
Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: [ have : 
received a report from the Governor, ASHANTI—NATIVE RISING—DEPORTA- t 
which will be presented to Parliament, TION OF RINGLEADERS. 
on recent improvements in Gibraltar in| Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower I 
respect of sanitary and other matters. Hamlets, Poplar): I beg to ask the ( 
This report deals with the first two Secretary of State for the Colonies ti 
points referred to by the hon. Member ;\ whether on 24th March the Legislative 
as to the third point, I have to refer him Council of the Gold Coast passed through ; 
to my answer given to a similar question | all its stages in one sitting a Bill providing j 
put by him on the 5th February, 1900, | for the deportation of the chiefs and i 
in which I stated that I had no informa- headmen of Ashanti; and, if so, what is la 
tion as to any Crown leases having been the object of the Bill, and whether it has D 
granted to syndicates of building specu- | received his assent. 9 
lators and rackrenters, and that the "i 
practice had always been, if possible, Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I have no le 
to renew leases to the former holders. information to the effect indicated in the % 
hon. Member’s question. His Majesty’s ar 
J AMAICA—LOANS. Government have, however, approved or 
*Mr. STUART SAMUEL (Tower Ham- of the deportation of the principal ring- . 
lets, Whitechapel) : I beg to ask the Secre- | leaders in the recent rising. tic 
tary of State for the Colonies with refer- om ee mi: 
ence to the Colonial Loans Act, 1899, DUTY ON JOINT STOCK CAPITAL. 
and to the fact that the advance made ‘Sik MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- x 
to Jamaica under that Act on 14th April, GREE (Bethnal Green, N.E.): I beg to TH 
1900, ranks as a charge on the general ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer Rt 
revenue and assets of the colony in, whether he can state what was the m 
priority to the inscribed stock required amount of duty realised on the joint res 
to be given with arrears of interest in | stock capital issued under the Companies sta 
satisfaction of liabilities contracted by | Acts last year, and whether he will qu 
the Jamaica Government in respect of take into consideration the advisability wh 
the Jamaica railway, whether he can/| of enhancing the impost to which it is un 
state at what date the said inscribed at present liable, being only one-eighth as | 
stock and arrears of interest were found per cent. on the incorporation of the 
to be due, and on what principle such | companies. 
priority is determined; and whether x 
the Government of Jamaica has received! THE CHANCELLOR or tHe EXCHE- Ih 
under the Colonial Loans Act, 1899, any| QUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacn, Bristol, Ho 
advances which rank after the inscribed | W.): The amount of companies’ capital J, R 
stock referred to; if so, at what dates, duty realised during the year ended 31st hints 
for what purposes, and to what amounts. | March, 1901, was £618,975 10s. The mE 
present rate of duty is 5s. for every £100 FF 4), 
Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The in-/| of nominal share capital, or one quarter J... 
scribed stock and arrears of interest were of one per cent., not one-eight per cent. reli; 
found to be due by the decree of the as stated in the question. The duty was J yi 
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raised from 2s. per cent. to 5s. per cent. 
as recently as 1899 (Finance Act, 1899, 
Section 7), and I am not at present dis- 
posed to propose to increase it. 


ALLEGATIONS AGAINST DINAS POWIS 
JUSTICES. 

Mr. WHITTAKER (Yorkshire, W.R., | 
Spen Valley): I beg to ask the Secretary | 
of State for the Home Department 
whether his attention has been drawn 
to the statements made at Cardiff by an 
owner of public-houses in the course of | 
his public examination in bankruptcy, 
in which he disclosed certain financial 
transactions and relations between him- 
self and two justices of the peace for the 
Division of Dinas Powis, in the county of | 
Glamorgan ; whether he is aware that 
those justices had acted and voted at 
general annual licensing meetings at 
which applications were made for various 
licences in which the said bankrupt was 
interested, and that on 22nd December 
last the justices of the peace for the said 
Division of Dinas Powis, having been 
called together to consider the disclosures 
made and the action of their two col- 
leagues in thus acting and voting, passed 
a resolution condemning such conduct, 
and whether any steps have been taken 
or will be taken by the Lord Chancellor 
to remove from the bench the two jus- 
tices whose conduct has been thus for- 
mally censured by their colleagues. | 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
tHE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. | 
Ritcntz, Croydon): I have had this | 
matter brought before me, and have no 
reason to doubt that the facts are as 
stated, As my hon. friend is aware, the | 
question in the last paragraph is one 
which concerns the Lord Chancellor, | 
under whose notice the matter has, | 
as I understand, already come. 


JURY CHALLENGES. 
*Mr. DELANY (Queen’s Co., Ossory) : | 
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| *Mr. RITCHIE: There are no materials 
‘upon which such a Return could be 


based. 
*Mr. DELANY: Can the right hon. 


Gentleman say whether in the whole of 
his experience he has heard of such a 
case ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


| PRISON REGULATIONS—MR. STEAD’S 
CASE. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether he has 
received a letter from Mr. W. T. Stead, 
which has been published, in which he 
asserts that when imprisoned in Holloway 
Gaol in 1885 he continuously edited and 
conducted the Pall Mall Gazette just as if 
he had been in his office, except that he 
was forbidden to write upon the matter 
which led to his incarceration ; and, if so, 
whether he will state exactly what the 
privileges in the matter of editing and 
conducting his paper were sanctioned by 
the visiting justices of Holloway Gaol 
and recorded in the prison, and whether 
he is now prepared to give any further 
information to the House on the matter. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I gave the hon. 


| Member on Monday last the information 
| for which he now asks.+ 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN : My recol- 


/lection is that the question was not 
| answered. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: 


Yes, I said it was 


/a question what constituted the editing 
of a paper. 


Mr. Stead was placed under 
certain rules, and if he says that he was 
able to properly manage his paper under 
such conditions I am quite prepared to 
accept his statement. 


VIVISECTION RETURNS. 
Mr. MOSS (Denbighshire, E.): [ beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the Home 





I heg to ask the Secretary of State for the Department if he can state when he will 
Home Department whether he will grant | lay before the House the Return of Ex- 
a Return for the past thirty years, show- | periments on Living Animals for the year 
ing the number of cases in England in | 1900. 

which jurors were told to stand aside by | *Mr. RITCHIE: As I stated a week 


the Crown, the number of jurors set | . . 
ee : : rea *.. | ago, I hope thé s ; - 
aside in each case, their religion, and the ago, 2 hope that this Return will be pub 


religion of the prisoners, and the offences | lished before the end of this month. 
with which they were charged. | 


t 





{ See page 778. 
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WEST SUSSEX POLICE RESERVE. | Trade have no record of a ease in which 
Mr. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE | the court has found undermanning to be 
(Sussex, Horsham): I beg to ask the | the actual cause of loss. 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment if he has been able to look intothe| Mr. JOYCE (Limerick): Will the 
question of altering the law so as to enable | Board of Trade try in future to have a 
county authorities to establish a reserve | fair percentage of British seamen shipped 
class of police officers from those who have | in British ships ? 
become entitled to retire on a pension, | 
application for his approval of a scheme | *Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
for which purpose was made by the | does not arise out of the question. 
Standing Joint Committee of the County | 
of West Sussex on the Ist May, 1900, and| Mr. JOYCE: I will put down a ques- 
further consideration promised in the | tion, then. 
letter from the Home Office of 27th 
October last ; whether he is aware that|$.8. “KELBURN” — TREATMENT OF 
schemes for this purpose are in operation | INJURED SEAMAN— COMPENSATION 
in Liverpool and in some other county | PROVISION. 
boroughs where the approval of the! Mr. JOYCE: I beg to ask the Presi- 
Secretary of State is not requisite, and | dent of the Board of Trade whether his 
whether he will bring in a Bill in the | attention has been directed to the acci- 
present session to put county police | dent which occurred to a seaman, named 
authorities on the same footing in this | Ernest Franklin, now an inmate of the 
respect as borough police authorities are. | Hamidryad Hospital, Cardiff, who re- 
|ceived a spinal injury on board the 
*Mr. RITCHIE: Yes, Sir, I have con- | sailing ship “ Kelburn ”’ on the morning 
sidered this question, and though I do | that the vessel left Cardiff for Cape Town, 
not see my way to promote legislation to | from the fall of a large quantity of moor- 
facilitate the establishment of reserve ing chain; that. although the seaman 
forces of police, I have prepared a Bill for | repeatedly requested the captain to send 
the purpose of removing a difficulty him ashore in the tow boat, he was kept 
which, I understand, at present stands on board for over three months ; whether 
in the way of constables continuing in a | he is aware that, on the arrival of the 
force after they have become entitled to | vessel at Cape Town, the man was de- 
retire on a pension. I am afraid that I | tained in hospital until the 13th March, 
cannot promise to introduce the Bill this | and then sent to Southampton in charge 
session. of the doctor of the steamship * Dun- 
vegan Castle” ; also that he has written 


MANNING OF THE MERCANTILE to the owner asking for some compensa- 
MARINE. tion, and that the owner has failed to 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg acknowledge these letters ; also that the 
to ask the President of the Board of | Secretary to the Seamen’s Union has 
Trade whether. in view of the number | addressed a further communication to 
of ships lost from time to time through ' the owner pointing out the serious nature 
being improperly manned, the Board of | of the man’s injury, but has received no 
Trade will make a rule that no sailing | 2swer ; whether the Board of Trade 
ship shall go to sea without at least | intends to ask the owner to grant compen- 
three-fourths of her crew being proved sation to this seamen ; and whether they 
: ‘intend at an early date to introduce 
legislation to compel shipowners to pay 

Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD compensation to seamen for injuries as 
or TRADE (Mr. Gerap Batrour, |employers on shore have to pay their 
Leeds, Central) : No, Sir, I do not think | workmen. 
such a rule would be reasonable. I may | 
observe that, although courts of inquiry! Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The hon. 
have from time to time expressed various | Member’s question is the first intimation 
opinions as to the adequacy or otherwise I have received of the case to which he 
of the crews of vessels lost, the Board of refers. I am making inquiries in the 


able seamen. 
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matter, and am in communication with 
the owners of the “ Kelburn.” Iam not 
in a position to give any undertaking 
at the present moment with regard to the 
legislation suggested in the last para- 
graph of the question. 


COST OF COAL PRODUCTION. 


Mr. M‘'KENNA: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether 
he can inform the House of the estimate 
he made of the average cost per ton of 
coal produced in 1897, for all expenses 
other than miners’ wages ; and whether 
his estimate of cost per ton included the 
charge in respect of royalties and way- 
leaves. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have 
made no such estimate as is referred to 
in the question. My statement of the 
value at the pit’s mouth of coal raised 
in various years was based on the Home 
Office statistics. The average increase 
of coalowners’ expenses since 1897 
would not be materially affected by 
royalties. 


Mr. M‘'KENNA: The right hon. 
Gentleman said the expenses other than 
wages had increased 6d. in three years. 
How did he get the figures except from 
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posal, which has been pressed on me by 
other hon. Members. As a matter of 
fact, the House has already settled 
‘the reference, and it cannot be altered 
| without further action on the part of the 
House. I think the best course would be 
to appoint the Committee under the 
reference as it stands, and then, if the 
hon. Member moves an _ Instruction 
extending that reference, no opposition 
will be offered by me. 


SUGAR DUTY—BOARD OF TRADE 
RETURNS. 

Mr. LOUGH: I beg to ask the Presi- 
‘dent of the Board of Trade whether he 
can arrange to state in the Board of Trade 
Monthly Returns henceforth the quan- 
tity of sugar paying duty under each 
degree of the polariscopic scale. 
GERALD BALFOUR: The 
future classification of sugar in the 
/Monthly and Annual Trade Accounts is 
now being considered by the Board of 


Trade and Customs. 


RABIES. 

CotonEL WYNDHAM MURRAY 
(Bath): I beg to ask the President of the 
Board of Agriculture whether he can 
state the average monthly number of 
cases of rabies in dogs reported in the 





an official estimate 2 | year immediately preceding the date on 
‘which the Regulations issued by this De- 
partment came into effect, and the 
/number of cases reported monthly at 


the present time. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: That is 


not the question on the Paper. 


Mr. M‘KENNA: How did the right 
hon. Gentleman estimate the increase *THE PRESIDENT oF THe BOARD 
unless he knew what the originalamount OF AGRICULTURE (Mr. Hanbury, 
was ? Preston): In 1895 there were 672 cases 
of rabies, in 1896 there were 438, in 
1900 there were 6, and in 1901, up to 
4th May, there was 1. 


[No answer was returned. | 


BOUNTIES ON SAILING SHIPS. 

Mr. LAWRENCE (Livetpool, Aber- | 
crombie): I beg to ask the President of | SCHOOLS. 
the Board of Trade whether the bounties) yx Hy. J. WILSON (Yorkshire, W.R., 
lagoon _ = be ae ene Holmfirth) : I beg to ask the Vice-Presi- 
mers ron rena ae he ks |dent of the Committee of Council on 
roeone Me ae “er os ne scnomaghe hett oth “sd | Education whether he can say when the 
will tr Regen Som pony Hee aor “2 Return relating to subseriptions to 
Gitinded Pp sealed he & sf h © | denominational schools, which he in- 
adios nee as to i wera t van “if thus | formed Mr. Maddison (on 20th February, 
b a a ee ee | SOUS Wik te contemplation, was issued, 
bounties on shipping generally. or will he imeund. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have} Tue VICE-PRESIDENT oF 1HE 
no objection to the principle of the pro- | BOARD or EDUCATION (Sir J. Gorst, 


RETURN OF DENOMINATION AL 
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Cambridge University): ™The Return 


Questions. 


was in the hands of the#printers last 


August. It is hoped it may be in the 
hands of hon. Members before the end 
of this year. 


PUBLIC CLOCKS IN RURAL POST 
OFFICES. 

Mr. HERBERT LEWIS: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury, as repre- 
senting the Postmaster General, whether, 
for the public convenience, steps will be 
taken to provide clocks in rural post 
offices visible from the outside. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AusTEN CHAM- 
BERLAIN, Worcestershire, E.): In the 
case of a post office provided by the 
Department a clock is usually placed in 
the window to enable the public to know 
when the clearances of the letter box 
are made ; but in the case of a small office 
provided by the sub-postmaster, usually 
in connection with a private business, 
it is not the practice to require him to 
incur the expense of providing and 
maintaining an outside clock. 
regard to the large number of such offices 
and to the cost that would be involved 
in providing and maintaining an outside 
clock in each of them, the Postmaster 
General regrets that he would not be 
justified in proposing to alter the present 
practice. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS: I will draw 
attention to this question on the Esti- 
mates. 


POST DELIVERIES IN 
LONDON. 


PARCELS 


Mr. FORDE RIDLEY (Bethnal Green, | 


S.W.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, if he will inform the House 
under what rule of the Post Office for 
the regulation of its business the London 
overseers impose upon letter-carriers the 


delivery of large and heavy parcels ; 
whether there have been complaints 
and, | 
All the points mentioned by the hon. 


from the Bethnal Green branch, 
if so, will he give instructions for an 
investigation of them; 


there -is any reason why hand-carts 


should not be used in that district to | 


assist in the delivery of parcels, as in 
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and whether | 
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other districts of London: and, if there 
| is not any reason, will he give instructions 
| 4 7 . . 
‘for such hand-carts to be supplied for 


| that district. 


| 


Questions. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
|The rule is that heavy or cumbersome 
parcels are not to be taken out for de- 
livery with letters, but that a postman 
shall take out with his letters, if necessary, 
not more than five parcels of reasonable 
size and of an aggregate weight of eleven 
pounds, subject, however, to his total 


'burden not being increased to more 


than thirty-five pounds. Complaint 
was made by a Bethnal Green postman 
on the 30th March last that he had been 
given six parcels, and that histotal burden 
at starting was thirty-six pounds. This 
was immediately inquired into, and the 
rule laid down has since been strictly 
adhered to. Hand-carts are provided 
at Bethnal Green, and are used when the 


‘weight of parcels to be delivered renders 
it necessary. 


The postmen engaged on 
parcel delivery prefer, however, to do 
without hand-carts when they can, so 
as to avoid the necessity of returning 
to the office with the empty cart after 
completing the delivery 


CUSTOMS WATCHER’S GRIEVANCES. 
Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower Ham- 
lets, Poplar): I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether he 


'can say when the Customs watcher 


/may expect to receive the result of the 
consideration of the Treasury on the 
‘following questions which were brought 
| before the late Secretary to the Treasury 
'at the inquiry he held in May, 1900, and 
which matters have not been dealt with 
in the Treasury letter 13,833, dated 
18th August, 1900—namely, the adjust- 
ment of the hours question, overtime 
payment, annual leave, and annual 


‘supply of uniform, a pension in lieu of 


the bonus now granted after fifteen 
years service, and when the seniority 
list of Customs watchers will be issued. 
Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
Member have been fully considered by 
the Treasury, and [ can hold out no hope 
of any concessions beyond those already 


made. 
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CROFTER HOLDINGS IN THE | SCOTTISH CONGESTED DISTRICTS 
HIGHLANDS. | BOARD—PURCHASE IN CROFTING 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty):| _ COUNTIES. 


I beg to ask the Lord Advocate, as repre- 
senting the Secretary for Scotland, 
whether all the lands which have been 
acquired by the Congested Districts 
Board were scheduled by the Highlands 
and Islands Commission as suitable for 
the formation of crofter holdings ; and, 
if not, will he state the acreage of the 
lands not so scheduled, and the districts 
in which they are respectively situated. 


*THe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): I am 
informed by the Congested Districts 
Board that all the land purchased by 
them was scheduled by the Highlands 
and Islands Commission as suitable for 
the formation or extension of crofter 
holdings. 


HIGHLAND RAILWAY VALUATION. 


Mr. HARMSWORTH (Caithness): I | 
beg to ask the Lord Advocate, as repre- | 
|informed Mr. Malcolm McLeod, of Bor- 


senting the Secretary for Scotland, 
whether his attention has been called 
to the valuation of the Highland Railway 
undertaking, so far as within the county 
of Caithness, which has fallen from 
£7,730 in 1895-6 to £735 for the current 
year; whether he is aware that under 
the statutes the railway stations have a 
preferential claim on the valuation to the 
extent of five per cent. on their cost, the 
result, as regards the county of Caithness, 
being that the whole amount of the 
valuation for the current year falls to be 
applied to the stations (which even then 
will only give 4.7 per cent. on their cost), 
making the valuation of the thirty-eight 
miles of railway line within the county 
nil; and whether His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment will reconsider the question of the 
deductions allowed to railway companies 
by the valuation statutes, so as to admit 
of a more equitable assessment as between 
railway stations and railway lines. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
answer to the first and second paragraphs 
of the hon. Member’s question is in the 
affirmative. As I have already replied 
in this House, the whole subject of railway 
valuation in Scotland, including the 
points referred to by the hon. Member, is 
engaging the attention of the Royal 
Commission on Local Taxation. 








Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate, as representing the Secretary 
for Scotland, if he will state how many 
acres of land have been acquired by the 
Congested Districts Board in each of the 
crofting counties for the settlement of 
the people. 

*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I am 
informed by the Congested Districts 
Board that 12,116 acres in Sutherland- 
shire and 3,000 in Inverness-shire, have 
been purchased by them. This does not 
include land on which the proprietors, 
with the help of the Board, have formed 
new holdings, the exact figures of which 
are not available. 


CATTLE BREEDING IN THE ISLAND OF 
LEWIS. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate, as representing the Secretary 
for Scotland, whether he is aware that on 
11th April the Congested Districts Board 


roston, Uig, Island of Lewis, that the 
Board were unable to comply with the 
request of the township of Borroston 
for a bull, as the number of applications 
received by the Board far exceeded the 
number of bulls at their disposal ; and 
seeing that the Board had already ar- 
ranged that a bull should be sent in May 
to the township of Carloway, a few miles 
away, will he state why this fact was not 
explained to the people of Borroston, who 
were led to suppose trom the letter which 
they received from the Board that a bull 
would not be available for their township. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
answer to the hon. Member is that there 
was no bull at the disposal of the Con- 
gested Districts Board when the applica- 
tion from Borroston was made. As 
explained to the hon. Member in my 
former answer, a bull had been promised 
to Carloway in February for the month 
of May, and no explanation of the fact 
seemed called for to a correspondent 
who dated his letter Borroston, Carloway. 
and asked for a bull in April. 

Mr. WEIR: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman arrange that the bull sent to 
Carloway shall be available for the town- 
ship of Borroston, which is only three 
or four miles distant ? 
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*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: That 


must depend on local circumstances, with 
which the hon. Member is perhaps 
better acquainted than I am. It is a 
question whether the bull will have 
leisure. 


Questions. 


Mr. WEIR: There is a large popula- 
tion at Borroston. Will the Secretary 
for Scotland provide a bull which will 
have leisure? I shall raise this question 
on the Estimates. 


SCOTTISH FISHERY REGULATIONS. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 


Advocate, as representing the Secretary 
for Scotland, in view of his statement 
that the sea area off the west coast of 
Scotland is not within the sea area con- 
trolled by the North Sea Convention, 
1882, will he state whether the Fishery 
Board for Scotland has power under 
Section 10 of the Sea Fisheries Regulation 
(Scotland) Act, 1895, to make bye-laws 
extending the limits within which beam 
and otter trawling off the west coast of 
Scotlandshall be declared to be illegal, and, 
if the Fishery Board has no such powers, 
will he take such steps as may be necessary 
to enable the Board to make a bye-law 
extending the three-mile limit off the 
west coast of Scotland. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
answer to the first paragraph of the hon. 
Member’s question is in the negative. As 
regards the second paragraph, this could 
not be done without legislation. 


LANARK SHERIFF. 

Mr. JOHN WILSON (Falkirk Burghs): 
I beg to ask the Lord Advocate if he is 
aware that, by the terms of Sheriff Scott 
Moncrieff’s appointment, he is bound to 
reside at Lanark, as his predecessor did. 
Will he explain on what grounds the 
Secretary for Scotland has allowed 
him to break the terms of this arrange- 
ment and to reside in Glasgow for one 
year; and whether this permission 
can now be withdrawn, and steps taken 
that the terms of the sheriff’s commission 
are observed, and that he will reside in 
or near Lanark. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: It is 
usual to insert in a sheriff-substitute’s 
commission, a direction as to where he is 


{COMMONS} 


‘sioners of 
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to reside. But such direction can at any 
time be altered by the Secretary for 
Scotland. Sheriff Scott Moncrieff was 
appointed to Lanark from Inverness last 
year. On coming to take up his appoint- 
ment he found it impossible at the 
moment to secure a suitable residence, 
and communicated the fact to the Secre- 
tary for Scotland, The Secretary for 
Scotland satisfied himself that this was so, 
and in the circumstances granted him 
permission to reside in Glasgow, where 
most of his court work is, for a period 
of one year. It is hoped by that time 
that he will be able to secure accommoda- 
tion at Lanark. 


CONGESTION IN THE HIGHLANDS— 
SUGGESTED LEGISLATION. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether, in view 
of the fact that the Deer Forest Commis- 
sioners scheduled nearly 2,000,000 acres 
of land in the Highland crofting counties 
suitable for occupation by the people, 
and seeing that the Congested Districts 
Board have proved themselves quite un- 
able to meet the requirements of the 
people in regard to the land, he will say 
what steps he proposes to take to admit 
of the land being again occupied by 
crofters, cottars, and fisher men. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLtrour, Manchester, 
E.): I cannot admit the imputation 
made by the hon. Gentleman upon the 
Congested Districts Board, neither am I 
prepared to introduce legislation to 
increase the facilities already given as 
regards the acquisition of land in the 
congested districts in Ireland. 


Mr. WEIR: Am I in order in asking 
the right hon. Gentleman if it is not a 
fact that five years ago he expressed a 
great desire to extend these facilities ? 
Will he reconsider the reply he has 
given ? 


[No answer was returned. | 


AFFORESTRY IN WALES. 

Mr. HERBERT LEWIS: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury whether 
he can state the area of the land in 
Wales recently acquired by the Commis- 
Woods and Forests for 








116 


affo 
mac 


M 
areé 
port 
ing) 
ticu 
29 1 
the 
in t 
Rep 
pres 
to 
seve 


M 
tary 
the 
cont 
Nor 
the 
via 
the 


M 
cont 
Brit 
veya 
betw 
no a 
the 
tinu 
pres 
resu 
for 
sevel 
with 
the 
direc 
sout! 
and | 
and 
accel 


M1 
tary 
gran 
to Ir 
the ¢ 
is ta 


Mi 
The 
piled 


to cc 





1168 


any 
~ for 
was 
last 
oint- 
the 
nce, 
ecre- 

for 
SSO, 
him 
here 
riod 
rime 
oda- 


‘irst 
lew 
mis- 
eres 
ities 
ple, 
‘icts 
un- 
the 
say 
mit 


by 


EA- 
ter, 
ion 
the 
ni 


as 
the 


ing 
ta 
la 
es | 
nas 


to 
ner 
in 
Lis- 
for 








1169 Questions. 


afforesting ; and what progress has been 
made with the work of planting. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
area of the land acquired in 1899 (a 
portion of which is available for plant- 
ing) is 387 acres 3 roods 3 poles. Par- 


ticulars will be found in Appendix No. | 
29 to the 78th Report to Parliament of | 
the Commissioners of Woods, etc., and | 


in the second paragraph on page 9 of the 
Report. About 40 acres have up to the 
present been planted, and it is intended 
to plant a further area each year for 
several years to come. 


STORNOWAY MAILS. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury, as representing 
the Postmaster General, whether a 
contract has yet been signed with the 
North British railway Company for 
the conveyance of the Stornoway mails 
via Mallaig ; and, if not, will he explain 
the cause of the delay. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : No 
contract has been made with the North 
British Railway Company for the con- 
veyance of mails over the new railway 
between Fort William and Mallaig, and 
no agreement has been arrived at as to 
the terms on which the line is to con- 
tinue to be used. 


result from the transmission of mails 


for Stornoway from Mallaig, and the | 


severance of the connection at Kyle 
with the Highland Railway would be 
the reverse of beneficial. In the other 
direction mails from Stornoway for the 


south are being conveyed to Mallaig, | 


and the delivery of the letters in Glasgow 
and Edinburgh is thus considerably 
accelerated. 


IRISH TAXATION RETURNS. 
Mr. LOUGH : I beg to ask the Secre- 


tary to the Treasury whether the Returns | 


granted on the 19th March with regard 
to Irish taxation will be furnished before 


the Committee stage of the Finance Bill | 


is taken. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 


The ordinary Returns cannot be com-| 
piled in final form for some little time | 


to come, the accounts relating to both 
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According to the! 
present time-table no advantage would | 
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jrevenue and expendit re not having 
| been finally adjusted. But it is hoped 
to present to the House almost imme- 
diately some provisional figures which 
| will probably serve the purposes of hon. 
' Members. 


FERMOY POST OFFICE--MEDICAL 
OFFICER. 

Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Cork 
County, N.E.): I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury, as representing 
‘the Postmaster General, if he can state 
the number of medical gentlemen to 
whom circular letters were sent in 
June, 1900, inviting formal application 
for the post of medical officer to the 
Fermoy Post Office, and how many 
such applications were made in response ; 
whether the gentleman who has been 
appointed was invited to apply for the 
post last June; and, if not, on what 
date were fresh circulars issued, and 
how many medical gentlemen were 
invited to send in fresh applications. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
The district surveyor made known in 
June, 1900, to all the medical gentle- 
men resident in Fermoy, the total num- 
ber of whom appears to be four, that 
there was a vacancy for a medical officer 
to the post office, and applications were 
received from two of them only. The 
gentleman who has been appointed was 
one of those to whom notice of the 
vacancy was sent in June, 1900, and 
no fresh notices have been issued since 
that date. 


Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM: Can 
the hon. Gentleman say why this gra- 
tuitous insult has been offered to two 
medical gentlemen, and who is respon- 
sible for it ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member is not entitled to ask why 
a “ gratuitous insult.’’ has been offered. 
Such a question would not be allowed 
on the Paper. 


Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM: Well, 
I will ask, then, who is responsible for 
/the decision arrived at with regard to 
the two applications made in June in 
response to a circular issued to these 
| gentlemen ? 
\ 
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Mr. AUSTEN 


The Postmaster General is responsible. 
I may remind the hon. Member that 
nothing would have been said about this 
matter, or about the qualifications of 


these gentlemen, unless he had put the | 


questions in this House. 


Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM : In reply 


to that, I beg to say that no steps what- 
ever were taken to fill this vacancy, 
for which applications were issued in 
June last, until I put the questions 
down. And, Sir, further—— 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! [have 
allowed the hon. Member to make a 
short statement in reply to the state- 
ment of the Secretary to the Treasury, 
but he cannot go on and argue it. 

Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM: I will 
put another question down on the sub- 
ject. 


GUN LICENCES IN KERRY. 
*Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that John Bell, a tradesman in 
Kenmare, county Kerry, has been refused 
a gun licence by the resident magistrate 
on the ground that he has no land, 
although at least nine other persons in 
the same town who have been granted 
gun licences have no land; and, seeing 
that inconvenience has been caused by 
reason of this refusal to the religious 
institution in Kenmare which had pre- 
viously employed John Bell to shoot 
vermin on its grounds, will he take the 
necessary steps to have a licence issued 
in due course. 

THe ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. Arkrinson, London- 
derry, N., for Mr. WyYNDHAM): 


a licence to keep firearms is vested by law 
in the licensing officer, who is the resident 
magistrate of the district. In the present 
case the licensing officer has refused to 
grant a licence to John Bell. No in- 
convenience, however, will be caused by 
this refusal, as the licence has been, or 
is about to be, issued to another man 
employed on the convent grounds. __ 

*Mr. BOLAND: Was any reason given 
by the resident magistrate for refusing 
the licence ? 


{COMMONS} 
CHAMBERLAIN : | 
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Mr. ATKINSON: 
reasons to himself. 


He only gives 


*Mr. BOLAND: Is it not the fact that 
he wrote to the applicant “I understand 
you have no land,” thus giving reason ? 


IRISH RAILWAYS AND CANALS. 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN : On behalf 
of the hon. Member for the St. Patrick 
Division of Dublin, I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he will consider the 
advisability of appointing a Viceregal 
Commission to inquire into and report 
upon the working of Irish railways and 
canals. 


Mr. ATKINSON: My right hon. 
friend, on Tuesday last, replied to a 
similar question addressed to him by the 
hon. Member for the St. Patrick 
Division. 


IRISH COUNTY COUNCILS GENERAL 
COUNCIL. 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: On be- 
half of the hon. Member for the St. 
Patrick Division of Dublin, I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he will consider 
the advisability of amending the Local 
Government (Ireland) Act so as to enable 
moderate expenses to be allowed for 
' meetings of the general council of county 
councils, in the same way as expenses 
are allowed in England to the association 
of councils under the English Act. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The matter is 
'under consideration, but the Govern- 
ment cannot give any pledge that it will 
_be dealt with during the present session. 


The | 
discretion of granting or withholding | 


BELFAST VALUATION APPEALS. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: On be- 
half of the hon. Member for the St. 
Patrick Division of Dublin, I beg to ask 
‘the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether his attention 
has been called to the following notice 
in the Belfast Valuations Book of 1860, 
to the effect that the whole of the valua- 
tions of tenements in the book, being 
liable to appeal and amendment, are not 
to be accepted as the settled valuations ; 





+ See page 965. 
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and that the lists when completed are| the valuer, and facility given for appel- 
issued in manuscript only, and may be|lants giving evidence and expenses of 
inspected at the union workhouse or at | appeals be thereby reduced to a mini- 


Questions. Questions. 








the office of the city treasurer ; whether | 
he is aware that over 7,000 appeals, | 
have been | 


covering 10,000 ratings, 
forwarded this year to the Commissioner 
of Valuation; that public meetings -of 
protest against the increases of valuations 
have been held ; and that dissatisfaction 
prevails owing to the present primary 
lists having been used by the council 
of the city of Belfast in striking the 
current year’s rates instead of the final 
lists as specified in 15 and 16 Vic., ¢. 63 ; 
and whether he can explain why the 
present Commissioner of Valuation has 
not followed the precedent of 1860. 


Mr. ATKINSON: I am not aware 
whether the facts areas stated in the first 
paragraph. Such a proceeding would be 


inapplicable, however, at the present, 


time, as the Adaptation of Irish Enact- 
ments Order, 1899, issued under the 


Local Government (Ireland) Act, 1898, | 


provides that the rate is to be struck on 


the lists as issued by the 1st March, and e cc 
‘that district. 


that if any valuation is afterwards in- 
ereased on appeal the borough council 
may make an extra levy on account of 
it, or, if the valuation is reduced, they 
shall make a repayment equal to the 
excess rate paid. The Commissioner of 


mum; and whether he will arrange 
that those facilities be given to ap- 
pellants. 


| Mr. ATKINSON: The council applied 
under the 65th section of the Local 
Government Act for a general revalua- 
tion of the rateable hereditaments of the 
borough. That has been carried out 
in accordance with statutory provisions. 
Facilities will be given to those who ap- 
pealed to put their views before the proper 
authority prior to the issue of the appeal 
lists. Precautions will be taken to 
ensure that this shall be done without 
incurring unnecessary expense. 


DALKEY REGISTRATION REVISION. 

Mr. MOONEY (Dublin Co., 8.) : I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether arrange- 
ments could be made for the holding of a 
revision court at Dalkey, county Dublin, 
for the convenience of the voters in 


Mr. ATKINSON: This proposal has 
been carefully considered ; there do not 
appear, however, to be sufficient grounds 
for giving effect to it. 


Valuation has, in regard to the borough | 


revaluation, strictly followed the proce- 
dure laid down in the Valuation Acts 
and the statutes amending same. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN : On behalf 
of the hon. Member for the St. Patrick 
Division of Dublin, I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that a reso- 
lution was passed at a special meeting of 
Belfast city council on 25th March 
asking for a revaluation of the city, | 
making a re-adjustment of valuations 
so as to place the older properties and 
valuations on a similar basis to those of 
more recent date, and stating that the 
allowance for annual upkeep was in- 
sufficient, and that if the present valua- | 
tion be persisted in it would operate. 
injuriously on the citizens and retard 
the development of the city, and asking | 
that parties appealing shall be heard by | 





| Lieutenant 


Mr. MOONEY : Were representations 
from the local authorities considered 
before the decision was come to ? 
all 


Mr. ATKINSON: Yes, Sir; 


representations are considered. 


PUGH STEWART’S ESTATE, CO. 
DONEGAL. 

Mr. O'DOHERTY (Donegal, N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the late Arthur Pugh Stewart 
directed his lands, situate in the Milford 
Union, county Donegal, to be sold to his 
tenants ; whether, some time ago, it was 
ordered by the court in which the matter 
is pending that the lands be sold inaccord- 
ance with the testator’s will; and, if so, 
what is the cause of the delay in com- 
pleting the sale of this estate to the 
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tenants ; and if steps will be taken by the 
Irish Government to expedite the said 
sale. 


Mr. ATKINSON : 
mation as to the first paragraph. The 
proceedings now pending in the land 
judge’s court must, however, eventuate 
in the sale of the lands to the tenants. 
The Letterkenny and Burton Port 
Railway Company are taking steps to 
acquire portion of the lands, and when 
the negotiations are completed the rental 
for sale will be settled. 


SANITARY OFFICER, LONDONDERRY. 

Mr. O'DOHERTY : I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether his attention has been 
called to the appointment by the London- 
derry corporation, acting as the sanitary 
authority of the city, of a man named 
Fletcher to the position of executive 


sanitary officer of the city of London- | 


derry ; can he state what qualifications 
has Fletcher for the position; and 
whether, before notifying the appoint- 
ment, the Local Government Board will 
direct their medical inspector in the city 
to examine Fletcher as to his qualification 
for the position to which the corporation 
has appointed him. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The reply to the 
first query is in the affirmative. In- 
quiries are being made as to the quali- 
fications of the person referred to. It is 
not the practice of the Board to require 
persons elected to the office of executive 
sanitary officer to undergo examination 
by a medical inspector, but the Board will 
take such steps as may be necessary to 
satisfy themselves of Mr. Fletcher's 
fitness for the post. 


[IRISH NATIONAL TEACHERS’ 
INCOMES. 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, seeing 
that Irish national teachers were promised 
that they would suffer no financial loss 
through the introduction of the new 
system of education, whether those 


teachers who taught the principles of 
agriculture in school farms will have the 
annual amount thus earned included in 
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I have no infor- | 
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the calculation of their future consoli- 
‘dated incomes ; and, if not, whether they 
| will be allowed to teach this subject in 
future for results ; and whether teachers 
who only taught theoretic agriculture 
have the amounts thus earned included 
in the calculation of their consolidated 
incomes. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The question of 
including payments made for instruction 
in practical agriculture on school farms 
in the consolidated incomes of the teachers 
who gave such instruction is still under 
consideration. The answer to the in- 
quiry at the end of the question is in the 
affirmative. 


RESIDUAL GRANTS. 


Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that some teachers in Irish National 
schools are paid under the old system, 
including results, capitation grant, 
balance of residual grant calculated at the 
end of each year up till) March, 1901; 
whether such teachers are now to be 
deprived of this residual grant to which 
they are entitled ; and whether the Com- 


_missioners are prepared to pay residual 


grant in proportion to period of financial 
year 1900-1901 spent under the old 
system. 


Mr. ATKINSON : I am informed by 
the Commissioners that, with the pay- 
ments made last month, the full payment 
of residual grant to all teachers was 
complete. 


IRISH LANGUAGE IN IRISH SCHOOLS. 


Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state what salary will be paid should the 
manager of (say) a dozen schools in an 
Irish-speaking district employ a travelling 
teacher of Irish for his district to teach 
both the pupils and the teachers till 
the latter are competent to do so them- 
selves, and what qualifications will the 
Commissioners require for such teachers. 


Mr. ATKINSON : The Commissioners 
will pay no salary to a teacher of Irish 
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for instructing national teachers ; but, 
where systematic instruction has been 
given before or after the regular school 


hours at least once a week during the, 
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school year, and such weekly instruction | 
is of at least one hour’s duration, or) 


where similar instruction is given twice 
a week, each lesson being of half an 


hour’s duration, the teacher, if approved | 


as competent by the inspector, may receive 
a fee of 10s. for each pupil who has been in 
bona fide attendance throughout the | 


' other offensive noises. 


course in a class which has passed the | 


tests applied by the inspector at the end 
of the course. 


IRISH CONGESTED DISTRICTS BOARD. 

Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state the practice adopted by the Con- 
gested Districts Board as to the finding 
of tenants for the lands purchased by 
the Board; do those in the immediate 
vicinity of the new holdings get a prior 
claim to them; and, if not, can he say 
why this course is not followed. 


Mr. ATKINSON : The primary object 
the Congested Districts Board have 
in view is the benefit of the tenants of 
the lands purchased. The mode of 
dealing with any other tenants depends 
in each case upon its peculiar cireum- 
stances. No general rule can be adopted 
or stated. 


RIVERSTOWN PETTY SESSIONS— 
INTIMIDATION CONVICTION. 

Mr. O’DOWD (Sligo, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that, at the petty sessions court 
recently held in Riverstown, county 
Sligo, nine young men were sentenced 
under the Act of Edward the Third to a 
term of six months imprisonment in 
default of giving bail, the charge being 
that they intimidated a man named 
Lavin by playing loud music when 
passing his door; whether this same 
Lavin was charged before the same 
tribunal with firing two shots from a 
revolver at a group of men who were 
passing, and acquitted; and whether | 
he will explain why the Crown did not 
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bring forward these cases under the 
ordinary law instead of under the 
statute referred to. 


Questions. 


Mr. ATKINSON: Nine men were 
summoned to Riverstown Petty Sessions 
on the 2nd instant because they had been 
members of a disorderly crowd which 
had intimidated Michael Lavin by groan- 
ing, beating drums, and indulging in 
They were ordered 
by the magistrates to provide sureties for 
their good behaviour, or, in default, to 
be imprisoned for one month, not six 
as stated. Three of the defendants 
gave the required bail, the other six 
elected to go to prison. Lavin was 
prosecuted, as stated in the second para- 
graph, for discharging his revolver at 
a man named Coulin. The magistrates, 
however, dismissed the charge, as they 
were satisfied that Lavin fired the weapon 
in the air, and merely with the object 
of frightening his persecutors. In reply 
to the last paragraph, the hon. Member 
is under a misapprehension ; the pro- 
ceedings were under the ordinary law. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Was the 
direction in which the pistol bullet 
went identified ? 


Mr. TULLY: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman indicate his opinion to the 
magistrates that they should not come 
from their own districts to try these 


| cases ? 


Mr. O’DOWD : Was the majority 
of the Bench made up of magistrates 
from other petty sessional benches ? 


[No answer was returned. | 


JURY CHALLENGES IN IRELAND. 


*Mr. DELANY: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he will grant a Return, 
covering the past thirty years, showing 
the number of criminal cases in Ireland 
in which jurors were told to stand aside 
by the Crown, the number and religion 
of those jurors set aside, the religion of 
the prisoners, and the offences with 
which they were charged. 
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corded or even inquired into, nor are 
any records kept which would enable 


me to answer the first part of the ques- | 


tion. The religion of prisoners might 
be ascertained, but not of persons ad- 
mitted to bail. The Return asked for 
on this latter head would involve con- 
siderable trouble, and no good purpose 
would be served by it. 


*Mr. DELANY: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman give a Return covering the | 
period of which the present Government | 
have been in office ? 


MR. 
no records are kept. 


Mr. SWIFT MAcNEILL: Is there not 
a certain Crown Prosecutor at Dublin 
Castle---- 


'*\Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


*Mr. DELANY: Are any jurors except 
Catholics challenged ? 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman pledge his honour 
to the House that he does not know---- 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 


question on the Paper has been answered, 


(IRISH INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS, 
*Mr. DELANY : I beg to ask the Chief 


Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 


Ireland whether he will grant a Return | 


showing the number of industrial schools 
in Ireland, the persons in whom these 
schools are vested, the cost of erection, 
and from what source that cost has been 
met. 


Mr. ATKINSON : Industrial schools 
are private, not public, institutions, as 
the hon. Member apparently supposes. 
The managers of these schools applied 
for certificates from the Chief Secretary 
authorising them to receive and retain | 
children committed under the Industrial | 
Schools Act. There are seventy such 
schools in Ireland, but the Government 
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ATKINSON: The religion of | 
jurors ordered to stand aside is not re-| 


ATKINSON: I have said that. 
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have no information on the other matters 
mentioned, nor have they any right to 
call for it from the managers. 


*Mr. DELANY: Have these schools 
not been erected under the Board of 
Works ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: The owners or 

managers may have obtained loans 

| from the Board of Works, but the Board 
has no authority to erect schools. 


ROYAL [RISH CONSTABULARY AND 
| EVICTED FARMS. 

*Mr. DELANY: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he will give the names 
and rank of the members of the Royal 
Irish Constabulary whose families are in 
possession of evicted farms in Ireland, and 
the situation and area of those farms. 
| 

Mr. ATKINSON: No useful public 
purpose would be served by supplying 
this information, and the Government 
are unable, therefore, to give it. 


| *Mr. DELANY: Can the 
| Gentleman say whether-—-- 


right hon. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 


question has been fully answered. 





SUPPLY OF BOOKS TO_ IRISH 
NATIONAL SCHOOLS. 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware 

‘that the teacher in an Irish national 
school, Roll No. 3,997, District No. 56, 
sent for books, 6th Standard Readers, to 
the Board’s stores in the September 
of last year, and, though he made re- 
peated inquiries since, has not yet got 
the books; and whether he will take 
/some steps to improve or to close this 
institution. 


Mr. ATKINSON : These books have 
been sent to the teacher. They were 
only recently placed on the Board's 
| authorised list, and consequently could 
not be supplied sooner. The inquiry in 
the second paragraph is founded on a 





misapprehension. 
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IRISH LAND LAWS—FERGUSON vy. 
THE EARL OF GOSFORD. 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.) : I 
beg to ask Mr. Attorney General for 
Ireland whether he has observed that, 
in the land case of Ferguson v. The Earl 
of Gosford, the Sub-Commission decided 
against the tenant, and that this decision 
was confirmed by the Head Commissioner; 
if the report is accurate which represents 
Mr. Justice Meredith as having asked 
the case to be re-argued, owing to a 
decision in the Queen’s Bench bearing 
on the question having been overlooked | 
by the court, and if there is any pre- 
cedent for such a course of procedure. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The case referred 
to by Mr. Justice Meredith was not cited 
by counsel on either side, and was, in 
fact, a decision pronounced only a few 


weeks previously, and not yet reported | 


in the authorised Law Reports. Juris- 
diction to review, rescind, or vary any 
order or decision previously made by 
them is vested in the Land Commission 
by Section 48, Sub-section 5, of the Land 
Act of 1881, and the Land Commission 
considered that the case was one in 


{9 May 1901} 


Questions. 1182 


dard, and that the average is at present 

above the required standard ; and, seeing 
that the assistant is about to leave in 
consequence of salary being withheld, 
which may tend to lower the average in 
this school and lessen its educational 
value, to require two assistants to teach 
a school where the present average 
warrants three, and that several managers 
of schools are in correspondence with the 
Board regarding similar cases, whether 
the Commissioners can devise a rule to 
meet exceptional declines of this sort, and 
so prevent a permanent injury to the 
education of districts so cireumstanced. 


Mr. ATKINSON: [ am informed by 
the Commissioners that full allowance 
in accordance with the rules was made 
for the prevalence of an epidemic in the 


neighbourhood of the Killorglin male 
national school, and that salary was 


paid to the third assistant for four succes- 
sive yearly periods, in each of which the 
average attendance was below the re- 
quired minimum. It is not the view of 
the Commissioners that the present rules 
fail to provide for an exceptional decline 
in the attendance. 


which the jurisdiction might properly | 


be exercised. The request of the judge 


was at once assented to by counsel on 


both sides, and the case has been re- 
argued and stands for judgment. 


Mr. RUSSELL : And I suppose 
the sk fe have to pay for the error 
of the court ! 


KILLORGLIN NATIONAL SCHOOL. 


Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland 
aware that salary has been withheld 
from the third assistant in the Killorglin | 
male national school, county Kerry, 
because the attendance for the year 
ended 31st December, 
the required average, which had been | 
occasioned by an epidemic of whooping | 


cough and influenza in the first quarter | 


of that year ; that this one quarter has 
heen the cause of the low av erage for | 
the calendar year ; that this school main- 
tained an average for three assistants | 
during the past seventeen years ; that the 
average for each of three quarters of the | 


year 1900 was above the required stan- | 
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I beg | 


whether he is/| 


1900, fell below | 


Mr. THOMAS O°DONNELL: Is the 
right hon. Gentleman aware that the 
average attendance for the whole year 
was over the standard ? 
no further 


Mr. ATKINSON: I have 


information. 


ADMINISTRATION OF EXPLOSIVES 
ACT IN IRELAND. 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL : I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he can say how 
many inspectors, under the Explosives 
Act, 1875, there are in Ulster ; to what 
districts they are assigned ; what salary 
|is paid, and whether it is a pensionable 


office. 


Mr. ATKINSON: There are forty 
officers in Ulster—thirty-four police and 
| six civilians. Three civ ilians act without 

remuneration in the urban districts of 
| Letterkenay, Newtownards, and Cole- 
raine ; two at Omagh and Londonderry 
| receive £5 and £15 a year respectively ; 

and the town clerk, who acts at Bally- 
mena, received an increase of salary to 


2U 
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cover these duties. Any such payments 
to civilians are made out of local rates. 
Whether the office is pensionable is an 
abstract question of law which has not 
been decided. The thirty-four members 
of the constabulary who act as officers 
elsewhere in Ulster perform the duties 
free of charge to the local rates. 


Questions. 


Mr. LOUGH : What are the duties of 
these inspectors ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: I must refer the 
hon. Member to the Act of Parliament. 


IRISH FISHERIES—ILLEGAL STEAM 


TRAWLING. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
Government will introduce a clause into 
the Steam Trawling (Ireland) Bill, ap- 
pointing a number of gunboats to be 
placed on duty around the coasts of 
Ireland to protect the fishermen from 
steam trawlers fishing within the pre- 
scribed limits. 


Mr. ATKINSON: No, Sir. The 
Government could not insert in the Bill 
a clause of the nature indicated. The 
special cruiser ‘* Helga,” in the service of 
the Department of Agriculture, is now 
employed in protecting the Irish fisheries, 
and the steamer in the service of the 
Congested Districts Board has also been 
made available for the same purpose. 
The results attained have, so far, been 
very satisfactory, as during the past six 
months there have been fourteen prose- 
cutions leading to convictions, and two 
other cases are now pending. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
Can the right hon. Gentleman give us 
any idea whether the small amount of 
discussion necessary for this Bill will be 
taken before Whitsuntide ? 


Mr. ATKINSON : I cannot say. 


DUBLIN POLICE COURT FINES. 

Mr. JAMES O’CONNOR (Wicklow, | 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to | 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he can | 
state the amount of the fines levied in the | 


{COMMONS} 


Dublin police courts during the years | from the acting medical officer of health, 
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1899 and 1900, and to what purpose the 
fines have been applied. 


Questions, 


Mr. ATKINSON: The amount of the 
fines and costs levied in these courts in: 
1899 was £5,760 16s. 5d., and in 1900 
£5,316 14s. A portion of these amounts 
was appropriated in aid of the Metro- 
politan Police Vote, and the balance was 
paid to local bodies and in the shape of 
costs, awarded to private individuals, to 
which they are entitled under various 
statutes. 


Mr. JAMES O’CONNOR: What pro- 
portion was applied to the Constabulary 
Fund ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: The fines and 
costs levied in 1899 were applied as fol- 
lows :—£4,843 1s. 4d. to the Dublin 
Metropolitan Police Vote, £917 15s. 1d. 
to local bodies and private persons. In 
1900 the allocation was £4,168 7s. 8d. to 
Police Vote, £1,148 6s. 4d. to local bodies 
and private persons. 


Mr. JAMES O’CONNOR: Am I to 
understand that the whole of this money 
goes to the police ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: The hon. Member 
is to understand exactly what I have 
said. 


FEVER IN THE ARRAN ISLANDS. 

Mr. DUFFY (Galway, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he has 
any further news to communicate to the 
House respecting the spread of fever in 
the Arran Islands ; whether he is aware 
that the medical inspector of health fell 
a victim to the malady, and was left for 
an entire week without a doctor until he 
died; whether any complaints have 
reached him respecting the neglect shown 


| to this gentleman, who died through 
neglect in the execution of his duty: 
'whether any medical gentleman was 


temporarily appointed or volunteered to 
look after and discharge his duties during 
his fever illness ; and whether, in view 
of all the circumstances, he will cause an 
inquiry to be made into the entire matter. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The latest report 
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received on the 26th April, was to the | tenant of Ireland whether his attention 


effect that the epidemic had passed 
away. 


he had recovered from fever, he has since 
succumbed to pneumonia. I have no 
information as to the other matters 


referred to in the second paragraph. | 


When the late medical officer fell ill the 
islands were temporarily placed in 


charge of Dr. Lyden, the medical officer’ 


of Galway No. 1 dispensary district, 
and a medical gentleman from Dublin 
has since been appointed to the vacant 
office. There does not appear to be any 
necessity for an inquiry, as suggested at 
the conclusion of the question. 


Mr. DUFFY: Was not the Local 
Government Board telegraphed _ to 
several times to send down a medical | 
man, as the local inspector of health was 
ill, and did not the gentleman sent, 
instead of going direct, spend five days 
in Dublin ? 


[No answer was returned. ] 


IRISH LOCAL TAXATION RETURN. 
Dr. AMBROSE: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he can give the 
teturn of the local taxation in Ireland 
for the twelve months preceding the 
coming into operation of The Local 
Government (Ireland) Act, 1898. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The Returns of 
local taxation presented to Parliament 
in July of last year relate to the period 
preceding the date at which the Act of 
1898 came into operation. The accounts 
on which the Returns were compiled 
cover local taxing periods varying from 
three to nine months. Returns for 
antecedent periods have also been regu- | 
larly presented to Parliament. 


Dr. AMBROSE: Cannot the right 
hon. Gentleman give me the figures ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: The hon. Member 
will obtain all the information he wants 
in the Return. 


LONDONDERRY WORKHOUSE 
INFIRMARY. 


Mr. O'DOHERTY: I beg to 


ask 








the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 


As regards the late medical 
officer of health, it appears that, although | 


correspondence attached thereto. 


'has been directed to the report of a 
meeting of the Londonderry Board of 
Guardians held on Saturday, 4th May, 
at which one of the lady guardians offered 
to present as a gift to the Londonderry 
workhouse infirmary an engraving of 
Guido Reni’s “Eece Homo,” which offer 
was refused by a majority of the 
guardiians present ; and whether, con- 
sidering that this picture would be 
acceptable to the inmates of the said 
infirmary, the Lrish Local Government 
Board will insist on the guardians 
accepting the gift thus offered, as well 
as other gifts of a similar class. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The facts are as 
stated. The Local Government Board 
have no power to interfere in the matter 
or to instruct the guardians in questions 
of taste in the fine arts. The matter is 
entirely for the guardians themselves 
to decide. 


IMPRISONMENT OF MR. PATRICK 
M‘HUGH, M.P.-PRISON REGULATIONS. 

Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chict 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether, as Mr. M‘Hugh, M.P., 
as registered proprietor of the Sligo 
Champion, is legally responsible while 
confined in Kilmainham gaol for the 
writings in his newspaper, he will direct 
that Mr. M‘Hugh be accorded the same 
facilities in receiving and correcting 
his newspaper proofs and writing articl«s 
as were granted to the editor of the 
Roscommon Herald when confined as 
a first class misdemeanant in Sligo Gaol 
in 1889. 


Mr. ATKINSON: Mr. M‘Hugh has 
made an application for permission to 
write for his newspaper and carry on the 
This 
application came before the visiting 
committee of the prison at a special 
meeting held yesterday, and was granted 
subject to conditions which are substan- 
tially identical with those imposed in 
1889 in the case of the editor of the 
Roscommon Herald newspaper. 


TRAINING COLLEGES: 
BUILDING GRANTSs 
Mr. M‘'FADDEN: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
2U 2 


TRISH 
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of Ireland whether his attention has been 
drawn to a resolution of the Roman 
Catholic archbishops and bishops of 
Ireland, passed at a recent meeting held 
at Maynooth, to the effect that the claim 
of the training colleges at Belfast, Lime- 
rick, and Wate srford, under the national 
system of education to free homes, as 
granted to the Dublin colleges, which 
do similar work subject to precisely 
the same conditions, is just and reason- 
able, and, in the interests of primary 
education throughout the country, 
almost necessary, inasmuch as the pay- 
ment of the annuity on their building 
loan is such a tax on their income as to 
make it almost impossible for them 
to bring the training of their students 
up to a proper standard of excellence 
or meet the requirements of modern 
education; and whether he will take 
steps to put the training colleges at 
Belfast, Limerick, and Waterford on the 
same footing as the Dublin colleges. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The resolution 
referred to does not appear to have been 
received. There is no power under 
the existing rules to make free building 
grants in the cases of the training colleges 
at Belfast, Limerick, and Waterford. 
The case of the colleges in Dublin was 
exceptional, and the object of the decision 
arrived at by the Government in 1890 
to provide the cost of these buildings 
was to place the Dublin colleges on an 
equality with the undenominational 
college there. The Government can 
hold out no hope in the direction sugges- 
ted in the second paragraph. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL was understood 
to ask if the Government proposed to 
take any steps with regard to recent 
representations as to the dangerous 
condition of the residences in some of 
these training colleges. 


Mr. ATKINSON: I am not in a 
position to reply to a supplementary 
question. 


MAYNOOTH COLLEGE. 

Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
S.): I beg-to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury, having regard to the fact that 
the grant to the college of Maynooth 
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‘Sessions 
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men as well as candidates for the Roman 
Catholic priesthood, and that a lay college 
in connection with Maynooth was worked 
for eighteen years, can he explain why 
it was abandoned; and will he state 
whether the consideration of this question 
will be referred to the proposed Royal 
Commission. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have not 
had time to investigate the historical 
question my hon. friend puts to me, 
but, as a matter of fact, Maynooth is not 
now anything but a seminary, and there- 
fore it hardly comes within the terms of 
reference to a Commission dealing with 
university education in Ireland. 


ROYAL IRISH CONSTABULARY— 
COMMITTEE ON PAY AND 
ALLOWANCES. 

Mr. O'DOHERTY : I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether the Report of and 
copy of the evidence taken before the 
Committee of Inquiry into the Pay and 
Allowances of the Royal Irish Constabu- 
lary will be published and presented to 

Parliament. 


Mr. ATKINSON: Yes, Sir. 


BUTTER ADULTERATION. 

Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY : I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware that 
Robert Gibson was at Limerick Petty 
fined £60 for selling to the 


inspector under the Food and Drugs 


' Act three samples of butter containing 


an undue percentage of water and 
boric acid; that Mr. Gibson stated he 
only represented the firm of Lemaire 
and Classy, of London, who sent him the 
butter for sale, and that he, being of 
opinion that it was fraudulently made, 
notified the inspector with a view of 
having samples analysed ; and, seeing 
that the butter, though not of Irish 
make, was packed in Irish pyramid 
boxes, and that since the prosecution the 
fine imposed on Mr. Gibson was paid by 
the maker of the butter, whether he will 
take more active steps than heretofore 
to prevent frauds being perpetrated on 
the Irish butter trade. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The Department 


was originally intended to educate lay- | of Agriculture are fully aware of the 
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facts stated in the question. The ut- 
most vigilance is being exercised, and will 
continue to be exercised by them, to secure 
the effective administration of the Acts 
for prevention of butter frauds. 


Questions. 


Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary, S.): 
How many prosecutions have taken 
place in Ireland in regard to butter 
adulteration ? 


Mr. 


notice. 


ATKINSON: I must ask for 


IRISH BUTTER FRAUDS. 


Mr. OSHAUGHNESSY : I beg to ask | 


the President of the Board of Agriculture, 
seeing that quantities of butter, not of Lrish 
make, containing an undue percentage 
of water, are sold in England packed 
in Irish pyramid boxes, whether he will 
take more active steps than heretofore 
to prevent this practice being continued. 


*Mr. HANBURY: We have received 
no representations showing that such 
butter is being sold packed in the manner 
described, and of course the use of pyra- 
mid boxes is not confined to Irish ex- 
porters. But if the hon. Member will 
supply me with further details full inves- 
tigation shall be made. 


CapTaAIN DONELAN (Cork, E.): 
What is being done to prevent the prac- 
tice of dressing up bad foreign butter in | 
Irish clothes ? | 


*MR. 
place. 


HANBURY : Prosecutions take 


INCOME-TAX ASSESSMENT APPEALS 
AT ATHLONE. 

Mr. KENNEDY (Westmeath, N.): I 
beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, whether he can state the relative 
amount of assessments of income tax 
under Schedule D made in the Athlone 
district for the years 1897-8, 1898-9, 
1899-1900, and 1900-1901, the number 
of appeals entered for hearing before the 
Special Commissioners last year, the 
number in which these Commissioners 
reduced the assessments ; whether he 


is aware, from letters and other sources of 
information, that dissatisfaction exists 
in that district both at the manner in 
which the assessments were made and 
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the manner of the Special Commissioners 
towards the appellants ; and, whether 
he will direct inquiries to be instituted 
into the matters referred to. 


Questions. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH : The amounts 
of the income tax (Schedule D) assess- 
ments made in the Athlone district in 
the years specified have been :—In 
1897-1898, £177,345; in 1898-1899, 
£186,823; in 1899-1900, £193,930 ; 
in 1900-1901, £208,498. The number 
of appeals entered for hearing by the 


| Special Commissioners last year was 192 ; 
and in 81 of these cases the assessment 


was reduced. The Board of Inland 
fevenue have seen certain newspaper 
articles, including those forwarded to 
me by the hon. Member, criticising the 
assessments made and the manner in 
which the appeals were heard ; but no 
representations have been made to them 
directly which support those criticisms. 
It is understood that one cause of com- 
plaint was the inadequacy of the premises 
in which the appeals were heard, and it 
has been arranged that in future the 
appeals shall be heard in the court house. 


Mr. KENNEDY: Has the right hon. 


Gentleman made inquiry ? 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: Yes, and I 
have given the hon. Member the results 
of the inquiry. 


DUBLIN POST OFFICE—SORTING 
CLEKKS. 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: On_ be- 
half of the hon. Member for the St. 
Patrick Division of Dublin, I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
will he explain why five sorting clerks, 
namely, Messrs. Aird, Beatty, Bleech, 
Harris, and O'Reilly, employed in the 
General Post Office, Dublin, who passed 
a competitive examination on the 15th 
July, 1896, along with fifteen others, 
were not sent up for the final Civil 
Service examination until July, 1897, 
although the fifteen candidates referred 
to were appointed in the months of 
February and March, 1897 ; whether 
a rule of 30th October, 1896, granting 
only 18s. per week starting pay to 
entrants under nineteen years ot age, 
was made applicable to their case on the 
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grounds of non-employment previous to | 
| The Postmaster General is not aware of 


that date; will he explain on what 


grounds seven sorting clerks, successful | 


at the same examination, who had 
exceeded nineteen years of age, entering 
the Dublin office in the months of Novem- 
ber and December, 1896 (after the rule 
of 30th October was formulated), were 
paid a starting wage of 20s., and got 
three weeks annual leave ; and whether, 


in view of the circumstances of the case, | 


these five men would be placed on the 
same footing as their seven fellow clerks 
now in receipt of 28s. per week and 
three weeks annual holidays. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
The officers named received starting 
pay of 18s. a week because they were 
not placed on the establishment until 
after the date of the Tweedmouth Re- 
vision (1st April, 1897), and thus came 
under the scales originated by that 
revision. The reason why they were 
not appointed sooner was because there 
was in the ordinary official routine no 
call for their services on the estab- 
lished class until after the 1st April, 
1897. Their selection as candidates for 
permanent employment implied no pro- 
mise of appointment to an established 
situation, nor any undertaking by the 
Department to find permanent employ- 
ment for them. Those other officers 
who were appointed to established posts 
before the Ist April, 1897, were, of 
course, entitled to the scales of pay and 
annual leave in force at the time, and 
their case is not parallel. The Post- 
master General cannot, therefore, under- 
take to alter the starting pay or the 
amount of annual leave granted to the 
five officers in question. 


CORK SORTING OFFICE. 

Mr. J. F. X. O'BRIEN (Cork): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he is aware that in the sorting 
office and parcel office at Cork the super- 
vision of work and staff is at certain 
hours attached to ordinary duties, and 
that it sometimes happens that a junior 
is placed in charge of his seniors ; and, 


considering that the matter has been | 
reported to the postmaster at Cork, | 


whether steps are being taken to have 
the supervising staff made adequate. 
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Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
the circumstances referred to, but in- 
quiry is being made on the subject, 
and the result shall be communicated 
to the hon. Member. 


CASTLEBAR POST OFFICE. 

Dr. AMBROSE: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 
ing the Postmaster General, whether 
he can give the date of the purchase 
of a site for a post office in Castlebar, 
county Mayo, and what was the pur- 
chase price of the site; what progress 
has been made in the construction of 
the new post office, and when does he 
expect that the building will be finished. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
The lease of the site for the new post 
office at Castlebar has not yet bee 
completed. The ground rent to be paid 
under it is £27 a year. It is not likely 
that the building can be begun until 
towards the end of this year. 


KIRCUBBIN POST OFFICE. 

Mr. CONOR O’KELLY (Maye, N.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether the resignation of the 
postmaster of Kircubbin, county Down, 
has been accepted ; whether he is aware 
that for some time past dissatisfaction 
has existed at the manner in which 
the postal affairs of this district have 
been conducted owing to the fact that 
the person in charge of the post office 
has been engaged in other duties, and 
that special facilities are given to the 
present postmaster at Kircubbin to carry 
on his ordinary business by his having 
charge of the post office, and that, on 
his retirement from business, the said 
postmaster is selling the goodwill attached 
to the post office in addition to his ordi- 
nary business ; and whether the Post- 
master General will act on the suggestion 
contained in the memorial to him from 
the principal residents in the locality 
by appointing a successor to the present 
postmaster who will carry on the postal 
business independently of any other 
business, in view of the dissatisfaction 
referred to. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 


_ The sub-postmaster has not resigned his 
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tion of doing so. No memorial or com- 
plaint has been received by the Post- 
master General expressing public dis- 


satisfaction with the manner in which | 


the duties of the office are performed. 
Those duties are reported to be discharged 
satisfactorily, and there is no reason to 
believe that the sub-postmaster allows 
his interest in his private business to 
affect his official work. The question 
of appointing a successor does not there- 
fore arise. 


Mr. CONOR O'KELLY: Have no 


memorials or complaints been received ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
I have said that none were received by 
the Postmaster General. 


QUESTIONS—PROPOSED AMENDMENT 
OF PROCEDURE. 

*Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.): I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether, in view of the large and 
increasing number of questions and 
supplementary questions addressed daily 
to Ministers before the commencement 
of public business, he will consider the 
propriety of limiting by Standing Order 
the number of questions which may be 
put on any one day by a single Member ; 
and may I ask whether the right hon. 
Gentleman is aware that already forty- 
six supplementary questions have so 
far been put this afternoon, and that there 
are four questions in the names of three 
hon. Members, five in the name of one 
hon. Member, and six in the name of 
three hon. Members. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: In answer to 
my hon. friend, I think the House must 
feel that there are some difficulties, and, 
indeed, absurdities, in connection with 
our present system. I do not like to 
comment at length upon the matter— 
that would be improper—but it is 
evident that questions are constantly 
put, not for the purpose of eliciting 
information, but, if possible, to get a 
“score” off a Minister, and supplemen- 
tary questions are often in the nature of 


debate on the reply. A friend of mine | 


made out yesterday that on Monday 
105 questions and sixty-three supple- 
mentaries were asked, and on Tuesday 


{9 May 1901} 


appointment nor intimated his inten- | 


1194 


eighty-five questions and sixty-two sup- 
| plementaries were put. A system like 
that is open to objection ; but the right 
of putting questions should not be un- 
necessarily interfered with, and I am not 
prepared at the present moment to 
suggest a remedy. 


Questions. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that on an 
average each question and answer does 
not take half a minute ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think far 


more than that. 


Mr. RENWICK (Newcastle-on-Tyne) : 
May I remind the right hon. Gentleman 
that in answer to a similar question 
which I put to him—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! It 
is not in order to refer to a previous 
question and answer. 


Mr. RENWICK: Then may I ask the 
right hon. Gentleman if he will kindly 
state what number of questions he 
thinks might fairly be allowed ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 
Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: May I ask 


the right hon. Gentleman whether 
supplementary questions are not neces- 
sary in consequence of the unsatisfactory 
nature of the replies often given ? 


INTOXICATING LIQUORS (PREVEN- 
TION OF SALE TO CHILDREN) BILL. 
Mr. MOSS: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury if his attention has 
been called to a case which was tried at 
the Birmingham Police Court, on 24th 
April last, in which a beerhouse keeper 
was summoned and convicted for per- 
mitting drunkenness on his licensed 
premises ; whether he is aware that it 
was proved in evidence that five young 
girls, whose ages were 12, 14, 15, 15, 
and 16 respectively, were found drunk 
on such premises ; and whether, having 
regard to the fact that this is not an 
isolated instance of young children being 
served with intoxicating liquor, he can 
| promise on behalf of the Government 
| that they will give facilities for passing 


| 


jinto law this session the Intoxicating 
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Liquors (Prevention of Sale to Children) | 


Bill. 
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*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: [ 


gather from the usual sources of informa- 


‘tion that it would be to the general con- 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: [have nothing | 
as yet to add to the answers I have given 
on more than one occasion in regard to 
this private Bill. As regards the very 
shocking case to which the hon. Gentle- 
man calls my attention, I have not had 
any opportunity of finding out whether 
the facts are correctly represented in the 
question, but I have no reason to doubt 
that they are. I may perhaps point 
out to the hon. Gentleman that I do not 
think the Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to 
Children Bill would do much in such a 
case, because the man had already com- 
mitted an offence against the existing 
law, and had been punished under the 
existing law. 


Mr. CROMBIE = (Kincardineshire) : | 
May I ask whether, having regard to the 
anxiety which exists as to the fate of this 
Bill, the right hon. Gentleman can | 
possibly say if he will be in a position to 
state before Whitsuntide what he will do ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not think ' 
it has ever been usual, and I do not think 
it is convenient, to state at so early a 
period of the session the course the 
Government propose to take with regard 
to a private Bill. 


venience of hon. Members to first discuss 
education. I therefore propose to put 
down the Votes in Class 4, then the 
Prisons Votes, and after that the remain- 
ing Votes in Class 3. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
Thanet): I wish to ask the Leader of 


the House, with regard to the motion 
standing in his name for the suspension 
of the Twelve o’clock Rule, what is his 
reason for making that motion. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! No 
such question should be asked. By the 
Standing Order, the motion is to be made 
without amendment or debate, and the 
question immediately put, and it is not, 
therefore, in order to anticipate it by 
putting questions in order to elicit 
information. 


NEW MEMBER. 
New Member sworn, Joseph Lawrence, 
esquire, for the Borough of Monmouth. 


SITTINGS OF THE HOUSE (EXEMP- 
TION FROM THE STANDING ORDEK). 


Motion made, and (Question put, 
“ That the proceedings on the Civil List, 


\if the Committee be sitting at twelve 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Dr. FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Lord Advo- 
cate if he can inform the House in what 
order he proposes to take the Scotch 
Estimates to-morrow. 


‘o'clock this night, be not interrupted 


under the Standing Order, Sittings of 
the House.”"—(Vr. Balfour.) 


The House divided :-— Ayes, 261 ; Noes, 
179. (Division List, No. 174). 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot,Capt.Josceline FitzRoy 
Bain, Col. James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 
Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour,Rt. Hn. A.J. (Manch’r) 
Balfour,RtHnGerald W (Leeds | Carlile, William 
Banbury, Frederick George 


Bill, Charles 


Brassey, Albert 


Bullard, Sir Har 


Bartley, George C. T. 





Bathurst, Hon. Allen B. 
Beach,Rt. HnSirM. H.(Bristol) | 
Beach,Rt. Hon.W.W.B.(Hants 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 


Blundell, Colonel Hen 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 
Bowles,Capt. H. F.( Middlesex) 


Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, Alexander H.(Shropsh. 
Brymer, William Ernest 


ry 
Campbell, RtHnJ.A. (Glasgow 
| Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 


Barry, Sir Francis T.( Windsor) } Cautley, Henry Strother 
| Cavendish, R. F. 


Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbysh.) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(W ore’r 
Chaplin,Rt. Hon. Henry 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston,Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, A.Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, Herb.Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

| Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 


Walter 


(N. Lanes.) 
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Denny, Colonel 

Dewar, T. R.(T’rH’mletsS. Geo. 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dimsdale,Sir Joseph Cocktield 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford,Sir William Theodore 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. H. 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph D. 
Faber, George Denison 
Fardell, Sir T, George 
Fellowes, Hn. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, RtHn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finlay, Sir Robert B. 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Garfit, William 

Godson, SirAugustusF rederick 
Gordon, HaJ. E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(T’rH’ml’ts 
Gore, Hon. F. S. Ormsby- 
Gorst; Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Goschen, Hon. George J. 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Grant, Corrie 

Green, Walford D( Wednesbu’ 
Greene,SirE W(B’rySEdm/’nds 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. 
Grenfell, Willam Henry 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Groves, James Grimble 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn. LdG(Midd’x 
Hamilton, Marqof(L’nd’nderry 
Hanbury, Kt. Hon. Robert W. 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Jas. (Statfords., N. W. 
Helder, Augustus 

Hoare, Edw Brodie( Hampstead 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset,E. 
Hope, J. F. (Sheffield Brightside 
Horner, Frederick William 
Houldsworth, Sir W. Henry 
Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham 
Howard, J.(Midd. ,Tottenham 
Hozier, Hon. James Henry C. 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel, Captain HerbertMerton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kennaway,Rt. Hon. SirJohnH. 


Sittinas of 

















Kimber, Henry 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N. E.) | 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen, Uhas. P.(Glouc. Stroud) 
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Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence,Joseph (Monmouth) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Fredk. N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Col. Chas. W.(Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis( Lowestoft) 
Lucas,ReginaldJ. (Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, Rt. Hn. W GEllison 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Calmont,Col.J.(Antrim, E.) 
M‘Killop, Jas. (Stirlingshire) 
Manners, Lord Cecil 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Maxwell, RtHnSirH.E(Wigt’n 
Maxwell, WJ H( Dumfriesshire 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, John T. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milton, Viscount 

Milward, Col. Victor 
Mitchell, William 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthams’w 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, ArthurH. A.(Deptiord 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, RtHnA Grahaim(Bute 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer,George Wm. (Reading) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Herbt. Pike( Darlington 
Peel, Hn. Wim. Robt. Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Ratcliffe, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 


NOES. 
Ambrose, Robert: 
Asher, Alexander 
Austin, Sir John 
Barry, E. (Cork,iS.) 
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Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 
Ridley, Hon. M. W(Stalybridge 
Ridley,S. Forde(BethnalGreen. 
Rigg, Richard 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson: 
Robertson, Herbert(Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter- 
Round, James 
Russell, T. W. 
Rutherford, John 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford - 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, CharlesHilton (Lincoln) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart,M.H.( Renfrew 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, HC(North’mbTyneside 
Smith, James Parker(Lanarks}: 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand 
Spear, John Ward 
Spencer, Ernest (W. Bromwicis 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ. M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stroyan, John 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Vincent, Col. SitCEH (Sheffield 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, John C. (Orkney) 
Welby, Lt.-Col. ACE(Tauntom 
Wharton, Rt. Hn. Jobn Lloyd 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton un.Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, RtHnJ Powell-(Birm 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson,A.Stanley( York, E.R. 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh.N.) 
Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks.) 
Wodvhouse,Rt. Hn. E. R.(Bath 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George: 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong: 
Young, Commander (Berks, E. }» 
Younger, William 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and. 
Mr. Anstruther. 
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Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 
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Bowles,T.Gibson(King’sLynn) | Helme, Norval Watson O’Shaughnessy, P. J.) 

Boyle, James | Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. | Palmer, Sir Chas. M.(Durham) 
Brigg, John | Hobhouse, C.E.H. (Bristol,E.) | Partington, Oswald 
Broadhurst, Henry | Holland, William Henry Paulton, James Mellor 
Burke, E. Haviland- | Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) | Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 
Burt, Thomas | Horniman, Frederick John Pirie, Duncan V. 

Buxton, Sydney Charles | Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. | Power, Patrick Joseph 
Caine, William Sproston Jacoby, James Alfred Price, Robert John 
‘Caldwell, James | Jameson, Major J. Eustace Priestley, Arthur 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) | Joicey, Sir James Rea, Russell 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. | Jones, David Brynmor(Swans’a Redmond, John E.( Waterford) 
‘Carew, James Laurence | Jones, William(Carnarvonshie) | Redmond, William (Clare) 
Carvill, PatrickGeo. Hamilton | Joyce, Michael Reid,SirRThreshie(Dumfries) 
Causton, Richard Knight | Kay-Shuttleworth.RtHnSirU | Roche, John 

‘Cawley, Frederick | Kearley, Hudson E. Roe, Sir Thomas 

Channing, Francis Allston | Kitson, Sir James Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Colville, John | Labouchere, Henry Schwann, Charles E. 

‘Craig, Robert Hunter | Lambert, George Scott,Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Crean, Eugene | Layland-Barratt, Francis Shaw, Chas. Edw. (Statford) 
Crombie, John William | Leamy, Edmund Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
‘Collinan, J. | Leigh, Sir Joseph Sinclair, Capt. John(Forfarsh’e 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) | Leng, Sir John Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan | Lewis, John Herbert Soames, Arthur Wellesley 


Delany, William | Lloyd-George, David Soares, Ernest J. 
Dewar, JohnA. (Inverness-sh.) | Lowther, Rt. Hon. Jas. (Kent) | Spencer, RtHn.CR. (Northants 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles Lundon, W. Stevenson, Francis 8. 








Dillon, John | MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. Strachey, Edward 
Donelan, Captain A. MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift | Sullivan, Donal 
Doogan, P. C. | M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) | Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Dutfy, William J. M‘Fadden, Edward Thomas, A bel(Carmarthen,E.) 
Duncan, J. Hastings | M‘Kenna, Reginald Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan,E. 
Dunn, Sir William | M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin Thomas, David Alfred(Merth’r 
Edwards, Frank | Mellor, Rt.Hon. JohnWilliam | Thomas, F.Freeman-( Hastings 
Elibank, Master of | Mooney, John J. Tomkinson, James 
Emmott, Alfred | Morgan,J.Lloyd(Carmarthen) | Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Evans, Sir F. H. (Maidstone) | Morley, Chas (Breconshire) | Tully, Jasper 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert | Morley, Rt.Hn.JohnMontrose | Ure, Alexander 
Fenwick, Charles Morton, Edw.J.C (Devonport) | Wallace, Robert 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) | Moss, Samuel | Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Ffrench, Peter | Murphy, J. | Wason,Eugene(Clackmannan) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond | Nannetti, Joseph P. Weir, James Galloway 
Flavin, Michael Joseph Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) | White, George (Norfolk) 
Flynn, James Christopher | Norman, Henry White, Patrick(Meath, North) 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) | Norton, Capt. Cecil William Whiteley,George( York, W.R.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hn. Sir Henry Nussey, Thomas Willans Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Fuller. J. M. F. | O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Gilhooly, James | O’Brien,Kendal(TipperaryMid | Williams,Osmond(Mezioneth) 
‘Gladstone, KRtHnHerbertJohn | O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) Wilson, Fred. W(Norfolk,Mid 
Goddard, Daniel Ford | O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) | Wilson,Henry J.(York, W.R.) 
Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) O’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) | Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Griffith, Ellis J. O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) | Woodhouse, SirJ T( Huddersf'd 
Hammond, John | O'Doherty, William | Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
Hardie, J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil | O’Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) | Yoxall, James Henry 
Harwood, George | O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
Hayden, John Patrick | O'Dowd, John TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Hayne, Rt. Hon.Charles Seale- | O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) Mr. Lough and Mr. Warner. 
Hayter,Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. | O’Mara, James 
CIVIL LIST. | *THe CHANCELLOR o+ tue EX- 
Considered in Committee :— CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks  Beacn, 


(In the Committee.) | Bristol, W.) said: In one respect I hope 
y ithere will be an agreeable difference 

{Mr. J. W. LOWTHER (Cumberland, Pen- ‘between the discussion of the subject 
rith) in the Chair. | 'to which it is my duty to call the 
Paragraph of His Majesty's Most | attention of the Committee to-night 
Gracious Speech to both Houses of | and that of the proposals which | 
Parliament, at the opening of the session, | have recently had to place before 
respecting the Civil List and His | the House of Commons in connection 
Majesty's Most Gracious Message of the| with the Budget. During the long 
Sth day of March, relating to Grants to| and great reign of our late Queen, 
Her Majesty the Queen and Members| perhaps there are few things more 


oof His Majesty’s Family, read. | remarkable than the manner in which 
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1201 Civil List. 
the Crown, thanks largely to her 
great constitutional wisdom and_ her 
noble character, increased in popularity 
throughout her dominions. I think it is 
not too much to say that at no time 
was the Crown more popular as an 


institution in this country than at the) 


present, and perhaps it is the most popu- 
lar of all our great institutions. But 
there is more than this. Throughout 
the Empire there has grown 
feeling, and a very right and proper 
feeling, of the enormous importance 


of the Crown as the main link of all | 


those nations and peoples of which the 
British Empire is composed ; and there- 
fore I think 
briet debate in which this subject was 
dealt with at the commencement of the 
present session there was no sign of any 
difference of opinion as to the necessity 
of making sufficient and adequate pro- 
vision for the maintenance of the honour 
and dignity of the Crown. Sir, the same 
spirit was exhibited in the proceedings of 
the late Committee. The hon. Member 
for Northampton, with his invariable con- 
sistency to his past, no doubt felt it his 
duty to differ from the Report which I 
had the honour to propose, and, of 
course, there were differences of detail 
between the Members of that Committee, 
as could not but be the case in a Com- 
mittee representing, as I will venture to 
say, every shade of opinion within this 
House—— [Nationalist cries of “ No.”’] 
—hon. Members will perhaps allow me to 
finish my sentence—except the opinions 
of the party led by the hon. Member for 
Waterford. Therefore, I shall not at- 
tempt to detain the Committee to-night 
with any argument upon the principle 
of a new Civil List. I take it that that is 
practically admitted, and that this House, 
in accepting the surrender by his Majesty 
of the hereditary revenues of the Crown, 
accepted also the liability to provide 
an adequate Civil List for the mainten- 
ance of the Crown, and whatever else 
may be necessary for the maintenance 
of the Royal Family ; and I shall merely 
explain the proposals of His Majesty’s 


Government with regard to that impor- , 


tant subject. 

When in March last I proposed the 
appointment of a Select Committee I 
deferred any explanation of those pro- 
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it occurred that in the, 
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Committee. It seemed to me that such 
action was most in accordance with the 
ordinary procedure of Parliament, and 
was best adapted to secure an adequate 
| consideration and a proper decision upon 
| the important subjects that were at issue. 
The Committee considered our proposals, 
and the result of that consideration is 
_embodied in the Report which is now in 
the hands of hon. Members; and although 
I would not for a moment attempt to 
shift upon the Select Committee any 
responsibility in this matter which 
properly belongs to the Government, 
yet I may venture to say that it is no small 
advantage that our proposals in this 
respect should have been _ practically 
accepted, almost with unanimity, by so 
important a tribunal, and that with 
‘those proposals there should be placed 
before the House all the information, 
considered adequate for the purpose 
by that Select Committee. on which 
those proposals were based, and by which, 
of course, they are defended. It is far 
better, it seems to me, that the matter 
should be presented to the House of 
Commons in this way, because it is far 
more easy for hon. Members, having the 
whole matter before them in print. to 
arrive at a proper decision than if they 
had merely heard a statement in regard 
to it by a Minister of the Crown. 

I hope that the great majority of 
this House will consider our proposals in 
this matter sufficient and moderate. 
Some may say, perhaps, that they are 
too small; others may say, perhaps. 
that they are too large. |Mr. Lapov- 
CHERE: Hear, hear; and_ laughter.| 
But I would reply, first, that I cannot 
think it would be to the advantage of the 
Crown to vote so large a Civil List, that 
there would be a temptation to the 
Sovereign on the one hand either to 
lavish and unnecessary expenditure. or 
on the other to the accumulation of 
savings after the duties of the Crown 
had been adequately performed. And 
to anyone who may suggest, as I have 
no doubt the hon. Member for North- 
ampton will suggest, that our proposals 
are too large, I would reply that I do not 
think anything more unjust to the 
Sovereign or injurious to the country 


Civil List. 


can easily be conceived than that the 


Civil List should be cut down to such pro- 


posals until it could be made to that | portions that it would not be adequate to 








1203 Civil List. 
maintain the proper dignity and honour 
of the Crown in the way in which the 
nation would desire it to be maintained, 
and that the Sovereign should be com- 
pelled to resort to Parliament for payment 
of debts incurred on account of the too 
small dimensions of the Civil List. We 
have based our proposals on existing 
lines. We have adhered to those lines 
as far as we thought it possible and right ; 
where we have departed from them, and 


the reasons for which we have so de- } 


parted, is explained in the Report of the 
Select Committee. The Civil List of the 
late Queen was £385,000 a year. I would 
in passing state to the Committee that 
in that sum was not included what 
are called the Civil List pensions, the 
pensions not exceeding in all £1,200 
in any year which are annually granted 
on the recommendation of the First Lord 
of the Treasury to persons, or the near 
relations of persons, who may unhappily 
be in indigent circumstances and who 
have done public service to the State in 
some form or other, mainly, I think, by 
literary or scientific work. Those pen- 
sions are purely a nominal part of the 
Civil List; they amount, in all, at the 
present time, to £24,000 a year, and they 
will in future be charged on the Con- 
solidated Fund, to which, and not to 
the Civil List, they properly belong. I 
exclude them on both sides from the 
comparisons which I am about to make. 

By the Civil List Act passed at the 
commencement of the reign of Her late 
Majesty. the Civil List was divided into 
five classes. First, was the Privy Purse ; 
second, the salaries of all the officials and 
servants of the Court, from the Great 
Officers of State, the Lord Chamber- 
lain, the Lord Steward, and the Master 
of the Horse, down to the domestic 
servants ; third, the expenses for the 
maintenance of the household, including 
the maintenance of the garden and farm 
at Windsor Castle, Buckingham Palace, 
the expenses of travelling, and practically 
all other expenses except salaries and 
wages ; 
and special services of that kind; and 
fifth, an unappropriated balance of £8,000 
a year, making in all £385,000 a year. 


We propose to add another class to the , 
new Civil List, the reason for which I will | 


presently explain. 
I will now compare class by class 
Sir M. Hicks Beach. 
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our proposals. It will be found 
in the Report of the Select Committee, 
among the amounts which were 
allocated to each class by the Civil List 
Act of Queen Victoria, that £60,000 was 
devoted to the Privy Purse of the Sove- 
reign. In the new Civil List we have to 
| consider, happily, that there is a Queen 
Consort as well ; and we propose that the 
Privy Purse of their Majesties shall be 
£110,000 a year, the same amount as 
was provided by Parliament for the Privy 
Purse of King William IV. and Queen 
Adelaide. Parliament has never in- 
quired, and I feel quite sure that the pre- 
sent House of Commons will not desire 
to inquire, into the expenditure of the 
Privy Purse of the Sovereign, but I should 
like to say one thing in regard to that 
matter. It may be supposed by some 
ignorant persons—not, I am sure, by any 
Member of the House—that there is no 
obligation upon the Sovereign with re- 
spect to the expenditure of the Privy 
Purse ; that practically it is a sort of 
pocket-money which can be devoted by 
the Sovereign to any purpose he may 
desire. That is not by ary means the 
fact. It is to meet, in the first instance, 
all those almost innumerable requests— 
increasing, I venture to say, year after 
year, and coming probably from every 
part of the Empire, and sometimes, I dare 
say, from foreign countries—for contri- 
butions, by way of subscription or dona- 
tion, to charitable and other public 
purposes of every kind, to which, I am 
sure, a Sovereign of the generous heart 
of His present Majesty would be always 
desirous liberally to respond. But beyond 
that, which is in itself no slight burden 
upon the Sovereign, there is an expendi- 
ture which the Sovereign of England 
has always incurred for private residences 
apart from the public palaces like Windsor 
Castle and Buckingham Palace. Our 
present Sovereign not only has a private 
residence at Sandringham, at which he 
has lived for, I believe, something like 
forty years, but the late Queen has be- 
queathed to him, as Sovereign of this 
country, Balmoral and Osborne, which 
_are associated in the minds of the people 
of this country with many charming 
and never-to-be-forgotten memories of 
Her late Majesty’s great and noble life. 
| Those residences are necessarily expen- 


| sive to maintain. They must be main- 
| } 
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tained out of the Privy Purse and out of 
the revenues of the Duchy of Lancaster, 
which, as the Committee are aware, is a 
kind of private appanage of the Crown, 
belonging to it for many past genera- 
tions ; and [ do not mention these things 
in order to suggest to the Committee 
that on account of the cost of these private 
residences there should be an addition 
to the Civil List. But, surely, of all 
persons in the country the Sovereign is 
most entitled to occasional private recrea- 
tion, apart from his public duties, in 
which he may enjoy that rest and par- 
take in those rural pursuits which are 
now recognised as necessary to refresh 
the mind and body of every person in 
this country who is actively engaged in 
the performance of important work ; 
and therefore I mention them as 
showing that there is an expenditure 
incumbent upon the Sovereign of this 
country out of the Privy Purse which 
cannot be avoided, and which must 
necessarily involve considerable cost. 


I now come to the second class of the 
Civil List—the class 
of the officers of State, the annual 
payments to persons belonging to the 
Court, and for servants’ wages. In the 
time of Her late Majesty that class was 
fixed by Parliament at £131,260 a year. 
We now propose that it shall be fixed at 
£125,800 a year. That estimate has 
been based upon proposals for the aboli- 
tion of unnecessary offices and for the 
reduction of salaries as vacancies occur, 
as the result of an inquiry instituted by 
command of His Majesty by the three 
great officers of State—the Lord Steward, 
the Lord Chamberlain, and the Master 
of the Horse—into their _ several 
departments. I need not go into the 
details of those proposals, as they will be 
found in the appendix to the Report of the 
Committee, but perhaps I may state to 
the Committee some of the principal of 
them. It is proposed that on the next 
vacancies the salaries of the Treasurer 
of the Household, the Comptroller of the 
Household, and the Vice-Chamberlain 
shall be reduced from £900 to £700 a year; 
that instead of seven Parliamentary 
lords-in-waiting at £700 a year each, 
there shall be five at £600 a year each ; 
that the salary of the captain of the 
Gentlemen-at Arms and of the captain 
of the Yeomen of the Guard shall be 


{9 May 1901} 


for the salaries | 
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reduced from £1,200 a year each to 
£1,000 a year each; that the salary of 
the Master of the Horse shall be reduced 
from £2,500 to £2,000, the same amount 
as is paid to the Lord Steward and the 
Lord Chamberlain ; and, lastly, it is pro- 
vided that the Mastership of the Buck- 
hounds shall be abolished. We pro- 
posed to the Committee that the Royal 
Buckhounds should cease to exist, but 
that in their place Royal Foxhounds 
should be established. But when that 
proposal came to be discussed various 
difficulties were found to arise, and the 
opinion of the Committee was very dis- 
tinctly in favour of the abolition of the 
Mastership of the Buckhounds and of 
| the Royal Hounds generally. The Com- 
| mittee report as follows on that ques- 
| tion— 

“Your Committee do not think it advisable 
that the Mastership of the Buckhounds should 
| be continued, nor do they think it necessary 
| that the Royal Hunt should be maintained. 
| They feel that it is for the Sovereign to decide 
whether and in what form encouragement 
| should be given by his Majesty toany particular 
| national sport; and they do not consider it 
desirable to impose on his Majesty an obliga- 
| tion to do so by devoting a portion of the 
| Civil List specially to that object.” 
The Committee therefore struck out of 
| Class 2 the sum of £2,200 in respect of 
the salaries of the Master of the Buck- 
hounds and the servants of the Hunt, 
and out of Class 3 the sum of £4,000 for 
the expenses of the Hunt. His Majesty, 
on our advice, agreed to  aecept 
this recommendation; and, therefore, 
the Mastership of the Buckhounds will 
cease to exist as soon as an arrange- 
ment has been made for terminating 
the Royal Hunt. I may explain that a 
new item has been included in Class 2 
of £10,500 for the personal staff of the 
King, including private secretaries, the 
Keeper of the Privy Purse, and various 
assistant clerks. Any one, I think, who 
has any notion of the amount of business 
that in our day has to be transacted by 
the Sovereign, and the manner in which 
it is transacted, will be ready to agree 
that provision for offices of this kind is 
as vitally necessary as is any provision 
which is made in the Civil List. The 
class, on the other hand, will be reduced 
by taking out of it a sum of £12,000 a 
year for non-effective services—in other 
words, for pensions granted by her late 











Majesty to those who had been in her 
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service for many years, and many of 
whom are now very advanced in age. 
We felt that it would be unfair to burden 
the Civil List of the present King with 
those charges, and that sum will in future 
be imposed upon the Consolidated Fund. 
We propose, also, that in addition to that 


£13,000 should be charged upon the. 


Consolidated Fund for pensions for 
servants of the late Queen, who at the 
commencement of a new reign clearly 
ought to be retired for one reason or 
another, and could not properly form 
part of the establishment of the new 
Sovereign. Many of these servants, 
again, are advanced in age ; the pensions 
granted are on account of services of 
considerable length ; and as these pen- 
sions fall in the benefit will accrue to the 
Exchequer. 

I now come to Class 3, in which 
is included, as I have already ex- 
plained to the Committee, all the 
provision for the maintenance of the 
Royal Household, for travelling, and 
practically everything but the salaries 
and wages of the officers and servants 
belonging to it. This is a class which 
the Committee very carefully considered. 
The sum allotted to it in the Civil List 
of Queen Victoria was £172,500, but if 
Members turn to the accounts of 
expenditure attached to the Committee's 
Report they will find that in only one 
year for the last thirteen years—namely, 
in 1&888—did the sum allocated to this 
class in the Civil List suffice for the 
expenditure. A total sum of no less than 
£170,250 had to be devoted to the ex- 
penditure in this class from the Privy 
Purse of the Sovereign, in order to 
meet: the necessary requirements of 
the class. As hon. Members are 
aware, during a very considerable part 


of her reign her late Majesty was | 
suffering under the great grief of her | 
life, and, in entire concurrence with the. 
!'men’s bills are, therefore, necessaril\ 


sympathies of her people, she lived in 
comparative seclusion, although never 
for a moment did she cease from doing 
her necessary work as Queen. Therefore, 
the expenses of the Court during that 
time were, of course, curtailed, and 
savings were made which enabled the 
Privy Purse, which had, in accordance 
with the law, obtained the benefit of 
those savings, to bear this excess 
expenditure in Class 3. But there 


Sir M. Hicks Beach. 
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‘is not the least possibility of this 
now. The present King has no 
personal fortune. Whatever remains 
from the private fortune of the late 


Queen or from the savings to which |] 
have referred was, in accordance with 
the statement made by her Majesty's 
Ministers to the Committee on the Prince 
of Wales’s Children Act of 1889, devoted 
by her Majesty to the benefit of her 
younger children. Therefore, it is a fact 
which cannot, I think, be too widely 
known that the present King has no 
personal fortune, and is dependent upon 
the revenues of the Duchy of Lancaster 
and upon the Civil List which may be 
voted by Parliament. Therefore it is 
absolutely clear that we must in this 
Class 3, which relates to the necessary 
expenditure of the Royal Househeld, 
make sufficient provision for that ex- 


penditure. 
The Committee went very carefull 
into that matter. They felt that 


the only guide to the proper pro- 
vision to be made—and in that I think 
the hon. Member for Northampton 
entirely agreed—was the expenditur 
of past years; and they took as a guide 
the expenditure of recent years, because 
it is perfectly evident that the expendi- 
ture of recent years is a fairer guide than 
the expenditure of fifty years ago. | 
do not mean that there are not many 
items in the charge for the main- 
tenance of the Royal Household in 
which the expenditure may have 
decreased as compared with what it wa: 
fifty years ago. The prices of many 
articles of food may be less now than they 
were then; but I will venture to say 
that, taking all articles together, the ex- 
penditure on such an establishment as 
the Royal Household must necessarils 


even in that matter be larger than 
it was in 1837. And beyond that the 


charges for labour have increased ; trades- 


higher ; there is more travelling, and 
the cost of travelling, when the travelling 


‘of the Royal Family is concerned, is 


more expensive than it was; there are 
more visitors to be entertained at Court 
from foreign countries, from our 
colonies, and from this country itsell. 
and therefore more horses and cal- 
riages to be kept—there are many 
items of that kind which are neces- 
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sarily larger than they were in the{ proposed to the Committee, and the 
early days of the late Queen’s reign. Committee accepted our recommenda- 


And, further, throughout all the country, 
happily for everyone, the standard of 
comfort has been largely raised, the 
standard of entertainment has enor- 
mously increased ; and it is right and 
proper that the Crown should be put 
in such a position that the King’s comfort 
should not be interfered with and that 
he should be able to exercise that hospi- 
tality which the country would desire. 
Therefore the Committee, after care- 
fully going through this class, and after 
relieving it of certain payments, such as 
that for the Royal Hunt, the Mistress 
of the Robes, the expense of which office 
will fall on the Privy Purse, of £3,350 


| 


tion, that in future the Parliamentary 
Votes should be relieved of the £10,000 a 


_year which is now placed upon them for 


for Queen’s premiums, which with some | 


other small matters will fall on the Votes, 
and of £10,000 a year for the internal 
repairs and decorations at Windsor 
Castle and Buckingham Palace, which 
will be placed in another class of the 
Civil List—the Committee thought 
that it was necessary, for the 
reasons [ have stated, that the class as a 
whole should be increased to £193,000 a 
year. I may state before I pass from it 
that His Majesty has directed that a 
thorough investigation shall be made 
into the system of household manage- 
ment and everything connected with the 
Royal Household expenditure, in order 
that any possible abuses or waste which 
may have sprung up through so long a 


reign may be promptly and properly | 


corrected, 

I come now to Class 4. It is a new 
one. It amounts to £20,000 a year, 
and it is partly composed of £10,000 a 
year, of which Class 3 has been relieved, 
for the work which may be required 


from year to year for decorations or in- | 
ternal repairs and alterations at Windsor | 


Castle and Buckingham Palace, and to 
that we propose to add another £10,000 
of which the Votes in Parliament will be 
relieved, for this work. There has been a 
very curious system hitherto under 


which works of this kind have been per- , 


formed. They have partly been per- 
formed by the direction of the Lord 


Chamberlain or the Lord Steward, and | 
charged in the Civil List, and partly by | 
the direction of the Office of Works out | 


of Votes in Parliament. That kind of 
divided control does not conduce either 
to economy or efficiency. Therefore we 





these purposes, and that all internal 
work in these two palaces of the Crown 
shall in future be done under the orders. 
of the Sovereign by the Office of Works, 
the expenditure to be charged on the Civil 
List. Therefore, on the one side, the 
great officers of State will be directly 
interested more than they have been in 
the past in controlling the demands of 
their subordinates, and, secondly, the 
Office of Works will be able to perform 
these works more economically on 
account of its greater knowledge of con- 
tracts and its better means of checking 
expenditure in every way. 

Then I come to the fifth class—£13,200. 
a year—which is the same as in the 
similar class in the Civil List of Queen 
Victoria, for the Royal bounty and 
Royal alms, partly administered on the 
recommendation of the First Lord of the 
Treasury and partly on the reeommenda- 
tion of the Lord High Almoner. Finally, 
there is £8,000 a year, as practically there 
was in the last Civil List, unappropriated, 
and therefore available to make up any 
deficit in any one of the classes. The 
total amount of the Civil List to the King 
which we propose is therefore £470,000 
a year. 

Now I come to the provision to be 
made for those members of the Royal 
Family whose positions were affected 


by the death of the late Queen. 
Hon. Members are aware that by 
the Prince of Wales’s Children Act, 


1889, a sum of £36,000 a year was pro- 
vided to be handed over to trustees and 
to be administered under the direction 
of his present Majesty for the benefit of 
his children. That provision ceases on 
22nd July next, in accordance with 
the Act ; and, therefore, it is necessary 
now for us to make further provision 
for these members of the Royal Family, 
which I think the Committee will 
feel ought to be in accordance with 
the higher position to which they have 
now succeeded. We propose that an 
annuity of £20,000 a year should be pro- 
vided for His Royal Highness the Duke 
of Cornwall, who will, of course, also- 
receive the revenues of the Duchy of 
Cornwall, which have been considerably 
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augmented since his present Majesty 
succeeded to the Duchy, owing, I am 
bound to say, to the admirable way in 
which the estates of that Duchy have been 
administered, largely under his present 
Majesty’s own superintendence. 

I cannot help, if the Committee will 
allow me in this connection, alluding to 
one point which I think is of real public 
interest. The estates of the Duchy of 
Cornwall comprise property situated inone 
of the poorest parts of South London. That 
property was let early in the last century 
on very long leases, so that practically 
only in recent years has any control of it 
been possible by those entrusted with the 
administration of the affairs of the Duchy. 
As these leases have fallen in what has 
been done ?! 
ceeded by new building leases. Those 
who have been responsible for the affairs 
of the Duchy, on the initiative of His 
Majesty himself, have taken this matter 
into their own hands, have built houses, 
and have let them direct to tenants, just 
as in the country the connection be- 
tween landlord and tenant is direct. 
That has resulted, not merely to the 
great advantage of the revenues of the 
Duchy—that was not the primary 
consideration—but what is of more 
importance, it has established a direct 
connection between the owner of the 
ground and the dweller in the 
house. the general absence of which, 
I venture to say, has had not a little 
to do with the difficulty of housing 
the poor in large cities like London. 
I cannot help mentioning this, because 
I know what great interest His Majesty 
takes in the subject himself, and | 
venture to say he has set a noble example 
to all ground landlords. I should state 
to the Committee that in the annuity 
which we propose for the Duke of 
Cornwall and in the Civil List no pro- 
vision is included for the children of his 
Royal Highness if and when those 
children shall come to an age at which 
they may require separate establishments. | 
We thought, and the Select Committee 
agreed with us, that, having regard to the 
vouth of the children of His Royal High- | 
ness, any such provision would, to say | 
the least, be premature. Besides this, I 
should say that we propose an annuity | 
of £10,000 a year to Her Royal Highness | 
the Duchess of Cornwall during the con- 
tinuance of her marriage to the Duke 


Sir M. Hicks Beach. 


{COMMONS} 


They have not been suc- | 
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‘of Cornwall, and a contingent annuity 
of £30,000 a year in the event of her 
surviving His Royal Highness ; the same 
provision in both cases as was made for 
our present Queen on her marriage with 
his present Majesty. We propose that 
the contingent annuity of £30,000 a 
year then provided for the present 
Queen, in the event of her surviving 
the King, should be raised to £70,000 
a year. I may state that the annuity 
granted under similar circumstances to 
Queen Adelaide was £100,000 a year. 
We propose that an annuity of £18,000 
a year for the joint lives of the three 
princesses the daughters of the King, 
diminishing by £600 a year on the 
death of any one of them, should be paid 
over to trustees precisely on the lines of 
the Prince of Wales’s Children Act of 
1899, to be devoted to their benefit in 
such way as from time to time His 
Majesty may appoint, subject to the 
assent of the First Lord of the Treasury 
and the Chancellor of the Exchequer oi 
the day. 

The total financial result of the pro- 
posals for the Civil List and for those 
members of the Royal Family not 
included in the Civil List, excluding 
the contingent annuities and including 
the £25,000 a year proposed to be 
placed on the Consolidated Fund for 
the pensions of the servants of the late 
Queen, amounts to £543,000 a_ year, 
as against £476,000 a year charged for 
similar purposes during the late reign, 
an increase of £67,000 a year, as will be 
found by hon. Members in the Report 
of the Committee, falling to £42,000 a 
year, when the pensions to the servants 
of the late Queen have disappeared. 
That is in itself, I think, a very 
moderate increase. It is due, of course, 
to the provision for the Queen Consort, 
and also to the necessity for providing 
for increased expenditure in the Royal 
Household ; but I should like, before I 
conclude, to mention one point with 
regard to it. The Committee are aware 
that this £543,000 a year does not 
directly fall on the taxpayer. Under 
the Civil List Act of Her late 
Majesty, the hereditary revenues of 
the Crown would revert to the pre- 
sent King on 22nd July next, unless 
Parliament provided a new Civil List. 
These hereditary revenues amounted 
in the year 1900 to £452,000 a year— 
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£420,000 net receipts from Crown lands, 
and £32,000 from minor hereditary 
revenues. At the accession of the late 
Queen, they amounted to no more than 
£245,000 a year—£240,000 from the 


Crown lands in the year 1839, and 
£5,000 from the minor hereditary 
revenues in the year 1838. Now, Sir, 
I do not contend for a moment 


—I have never contended, that the 
Civil List of the Crown should be 
fixed according to the amount yielded 
by these hereditary revenues. It was 
not so fixed at the accession of our late 
Queen, and it ought not to be so fixed, 
hecause what we ought to consider in 
this case is what may be a necessary and 
proper provision to be made for the 
Sovereign and the Royal Family. But 
yet it is worth notice that out of this 
£543.000 a vear no less than £452,000 
was provided in the year L900) from 
sources not directly falling upon the 
taxpayers of this country ; and, as the 
Crown revenues are increasing, as they 
produced last year more than they did 
in the previous year, | think we may 
venture to anticipate that there will 
he a still smaller charge in the future. 
Of course the Crown revenues are com- 
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posed of receipts from very different | 


sources—some from agricultural land, 
some from minerals, some from timber, 


and some from ground rents in London. | 


It is therefore very difficult to prophesy 
what may be in the future the total 
yield of an estate of this kind, because 


any increase on the one hand may be, 
counterbalanced by a decrease on the | 


other. But so far as can be anticipated, 


having regard to the fact that some | 
valuable leases in London will shortly 


jall in, and that it may be possible in 
this way considerably to increase the 
receipts from the Crown estates, | 
think I may venture to say that if the 


revenues from other sources remain at | 


the point at which they now stand, no 
more than £33,000 a year during the 
next sixteen years will be the average 
charge on the taxpayers, beyond these 
Crown revenues, for the Civil List and 
the grants to the other members of 
the Royal Family which we now propose. 

I have completed the explanation which 
it was my duty to make to the Committee. 
I recommend these proposals—which 
have been stamped, as IT have already 
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stated, with the approval of the im- 
portant tribunal to which the House 
referred the question—to the fair con- 
sideration of the House of Commons. — | 
think they are a just and reasonable 
settlement as between the Crown and 
the people for the present reign. | 
think that, on the one hand, they are 
sufficient for the necessary requirements 
of the Crown. On the other hand, I am 
sure that they impose but a very small 
burden on the people, and I trust that 
they may be received by this House with 
as general an acquiescence as they were 
received by the Select Committee. 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 
1. FINANCTAL. 

That there be charged on the Con- 
solidated Fund as from the demise ot 
[ler late Majesty the following annual 
payments :— 


£ 
For the King’s Civil List - 470,000 
For retired allowances :—Such sums 


as may be required for the payment 
in each year of retired allowances 
granted by Her late Majesty or by 
Ilis present Majesty to members of 
Her late Majesty’s household not 
exceeding in all £25,000. 

For Civil List pensions :—Such sums 
as may be required for the payment 
in each year of Civil List pensions 
already granted or hereafter to be 
granted. 


For the Duke of Cornwall and 
York - - - - - £20,000 


For the Duchess of Cornwall 
and York - . - 


' 


10,000 


For the Duchess of Cornwall 
and York in the event of 
Her surviving the Duke of 
Cornwall and York - - 

For His Majesty's daughters 


50,000 
18,000 


For Queen Alexandra in the 
event of Her surviving His 
Majesty the King -  - 70,000 
And that provision be made for con- 

tinuing for a period of six months after 

the close of the present reign certain 
payments so charged which would 
otherwise be then determined.”—(Mr, 

Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 


2X 
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Sin H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): The right hon. 
Gentleman, as he has reminded the 


Committee, spoke on this occasion, in 
the very clear statement which he has 
made to us, not only on the part of His 
Majesty's Government, but on the part 
of the Committee to which the House 
of Commons referred this important 
matter, and over whose deliberations 
the right hon. Gentleman presided. 1 
do not doubt at all that the prevailing 
desire in this House and in the country 
is to see that a provision should be made 
for maintaining the state and dignity 
of the British Crown which shall fittingly 
represent the loyal attachment of the 
people. The right hon, Gentleman has 
said enough to show to the Members 
of this Committee, even if it was not appa 
rent to them before, that there was no 
room in this matter for any large reduc- 
tion of expenditure. The Court has for 
many years been living quiet days. 
owing to the circumstances to which 
the right hon. Gentleman referred, and 
yet, in spite of that fact, the expen- 
diture has lately been advancing almost 
alarmingly. And now, witha new reign, 
there can be no question that some 
increase of expenditure will be expected, 
and will be incurred. My belief, Sir, 
is that the proposals now submitted to 
Parliament will be held to represent a 
reasonable provision for this purpose. 
The Bill when it is introduced will 
no doubt give opportunities for any 
Members who are not satisfied on detail 
points, but [ can only trust that on 
this oceasion, at least, there will be sub- 
stantial unanimity. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Wateriord) : 
As the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
has explained to the Committee, Irish 
Members sitting in this House took no 
part whatever in the Committee over 
which [ believe he presided, and the 
Report of which we are concerned with 
to-night. Under those circumstances, 
[ think the Committee will agree that 
it is reasonable that we should be per- 
mitted very shortly and as clearly as 
possible to explain our attitude in this 
matter, and to give some account of the 
reasons that actuate us. Let me say at 


the very start that, so far as I know, 
there is not only no desire to offer 
anything which would be open fairly 


(COMMONS} 
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to the construction of obstructive oppo- 
sition to this proposal, but there is among 
hon. Members sitting here no desire 
even to take part in what may be called 
captious criticism with reference to the 
details placed before the Committee, 
But there is an intention on the part 
of a number of Members to vote against 
this resolution as a whole, and I there- 
fore claim from the Committee that | 
may be permitted to explain the reasons 
which actuate us in taking that action, 

I may say that we are moved by 
three reasons in this matter. It will 
be in the recollection, I think, of hon. 
Members, that when the appointment 
of the Committee which has just con- 
cluded its labours was before the House 
we protested that we could not take any 
part in the appointment of that Com- 
mittee, and that we would oppose its 
appointment so long as there remained 
unrepealed a statutory obligation on 
the Sovereign to take a succession oath 
the character of which is an insult to 
Irishmen. That is one of our objections, 


*The CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 
is entitled to refer to that matter, but 
I do not think he would be entitled to 
go into it and argue it at length. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: On the 
last oceasion, when the Speaker was in 
the chair, he informed me that in his 
judgment it would be impossible for 
me to discuss this question, and I have 
no intention with you, Sir, in the chair, 
of trying to avoid the ruling which he 
laid down, but I may state shortly what 
occurred. When we first made the 
objection the First Lord of the Treasury 
made an announcement which induced 
us to withdraw our opposition to the 
Committee. He proposed to refer the 
matter to a Committee, and what"! 
desire—and I pass from the question— 
what I desire to do is to point out the 
position in which we now stand with re- 
ference to this question. Nothing further 
has been done except that the terms 
of reference have now been published, 
and we find in the terms of reference 
to the proposed Committee an addi- 
tional and fresh insult to our country. 
Therefore, we are reunited to our original 
position in which we stood,’and we ate 
bound, according to our conscientious 
opinion upon this matter, to vote against 
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this resolution upon the ground which 


[ may not discuss, but which I think | 


[ have sufficiently indicated to all 
quarters of the Committee. 

The second ground of opposition 
is that in all these matters where 
burdens are placed upon the people 
of Great Britain and Ireland an 
unfairly large portion of those burdens 
falls upon Ireland. The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer has no doubt pointed out 
according to his calculations of the 
value of Crown lands and so forth that 
the margin of the burden which will 
fall upon the people will be compara- 
tively small. IL cannot on this oecasion 
go into the question of Crown lands, 
but it is sufficient for me that a con- 
siderable margin of burden will be 
thrown on the people of Ireland by these 
proposals, and that is sufficient to justify 
me in protesting on behalf of Ireland, 
in view of the fact that we pay more, as 
more than one of your own specially 
appointed experts have pointed out, 
than our fair share. 
the question of the financial relations 
hetween the two countries; I might 
he ruled out of order if I dealt with it 
at any length; but let me point out one 
thing which is incontrovertible—an ascer- 
tained and incontrovertible fact—the 
fact that Ireland to-day per head of the 
population pays towards Imperial pur- 
poses double what she was paying eighty 
years ago, while England pays fully 
25 per cent. less than she was paying 
eighty years ago, and that during those 
eighty years the wealth and prosperity 
of England have enormously increased, 
whilst in Ireland poverty has increased 
with equal rapidity. That is the second 
ground we take; but for my part | 
regard these grounds as_ subsidiary 
grounds altogether. 

The real ground of opposition which 
I take to this proposal raises far 
higher and broader issues than those 
to which I have been alluding. 
The monarch for whose maintenance 


this sum is required is a Consti- 
tutional Sovereign; he is a necessary 


part of the British Constitution as it 
stands at the present moment, and I, 
for my part, most fairly admit that 
under that constitution the constitu- 
tional liberty of the English people is 
safeguarded and maintained. 
and fundamental principle of the British 
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I will not go into | 
‘Ireland had a free Constitution of her 


Civil List. 1218 
Constitution is that the nation shall be 
governed only in accordance with the 
constitutionally expressed wishes of the 
majority of the people. By that prin- 
ciple constitutional liberty is assured, and 
England to-day is loyal for the most 
part to the Crown and Constitution. 
Sir, I might be allowed to say that the 
exact opposite to this is the state of things 
in Ireland. We in Ireland are mocked 
by the form, but are deprived of the 
substance, of the British Constitution. 
The Irish nation to-day is not governed 
in accordance with, but is permanently 
governed in direct opposition to, the 
constitutionally expressed will of the 
majority of the people. ‘That is to say, 
we are governed by a principle, the fair 
definition of which is slavery. We are 
the victims there of the Government. 
Our liberties are not assured and main- 
tained, but are violated and outraged in 
the form of this Constitution, and we 
are now asked to vote money to maintain 
a necessary part of that Constitution. 
Well, Sir, we decline to do sc. When 


own, and a free Parliament of her own, 
she was fair and generous, aye, and 
according to her means lavish, in voting 
money to maintain the Constitution and 
the Sovereign, and for helping wars 
which were being waged in all parts of the 
world with which she had no concern ; 
but an enslaved provinee, which is 
practically the position of Ireland to-day, 
will not willingly contribute to the burden 
which this will place upon us. Hon, 
Members may say that all this is but 
another proof of what they are pleased to 
call the disloyalty of Ireland. Loyalty isa 
relative term. For my part, I believe 
by nature there is no people in the world 
more prone to genuine and true loyalty 
than the people of Ireland; but. after all. 
every man of us feels that the first and 
most genuine loyalty we owe is to the 
liberties of our own country. What I 
reely admit is this, that our action upon 
this question is a symptom of the disease 
from which Ireland has suffered ever 
sincethe Union. That disease is suscep- 
tible of a very easy and rapid cure, but 
until the remedy is applied it would be 
affectation and folly on the part of this 
House to express surprise at the recur- 
rence of the malady, and it would be the 


The vital! most arrant hypocrisy for us to come 


here and cover up and hide from you 
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what are the true sentiments of the masses 
of the people. Our great countryman 
Ifenry Grattan said, “ Loyalty is a noble 


and great principle, but loyalty apart 
from liberty is corruption.” On 
that ground we take our stand, and, 


while abstaining from any obstructive or 
vexatious opposition to this proposal, or 
any capricious criticisms as to details, at 
the same time we shall make our protest 
at every stage of these proceedings, 
voting against them on _ behalf of 
a people who have been impoverished 
under your rule, and enslaved under 
your constitution. 


*Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) 
said that he was a Member of the Com- 
mittee which sat to consider the question, 
and, when the right hon. Gentleman 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer said that 
the House was fully represented upon it, 
he took the liberty to disagree with the 
right hon. Gentleman. 


*Si M. HICKS BEACIT: T said that 
every shade of opinion in the Ilouse 
was represented. 


*Mr. LABOUCHERE: Well my shade 
was not fully represented. The Com- 
mittee consisted of twenty-one members, 
seventeen of whom were either Members 
of the Conservative side of the House, or 
Members of the Front Opposition Bench 
who it was well known always voted with 
Government upon any question affecting 
the Court. As the hon. Member for 
Waterford had pointed out, no Irishmen 
were upon it. [Cries of “Why?” from 
the Conservative Benches. | 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Beeause 


we would not act. 


*Mr. LABOUCHERE: However, they 
were not there. The Committee had 
reported that a sum largely in excess 
of that granted to her late Majesty should 
be granted to the present King, upon the 
ground that it was necessary; at the 
same time the Civil List was relieved 
of a number of charges which it had borne 
during the late reign. He could not 
agree that the augmentation to the Civil 
List was, under the circumstances, neces- 
sary, although he quite agreed that the 
Crown ought to be maintained with 
honour and dignity. Had he thought 


Mr. John Redmond, 


{COMMONS} 
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such a large sum of money was necessary 
to maintain the honour and dignity of 
the Crown, he should have voted for 
it, but as he did not agree he presented 
a humble report of his own. According 
to the right hon. Gentleman the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, the taxpayer 
had no right over the Crown lands, and 
taking the value of the Crown lands 
into consideration, the taxpayer only 
paid £30,000 per annum. That- was 
an illusion and a myth. In 1869 
a Report was issued by the Treasury 
in regard to public income and expen. 
diture, and it went into that matter 
very carefully, and published two Blue- 
books, from which he had taken the 
figures from which he proposed to correct 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer. Before 
the revolution of 1688 there was no 
such thing as a Civil List. There were 
certain hereditary revenues derived from 
Crown lands, and certain revenues 
voted by the Parliament for the lifetime 
of the sovereign. All those amounts 
were devoted to the civil government 
of the country. The first Civil List 
voted was that of William and Mary; it 
was for the expenses of the King and 
Queen and other necessary expenses, 
and these included many payments for 
the civil government of the country. 
The amount was £600,000, but that 
amount was subsequently reduced by 
£192,000, In the reign of Queen Anne 
there was again a Civil List Act, and 
the List was subject to the same pay- 
ments. The Civil Lists of George I. 
and George II. were practically the 
same. In the preamble of the Civil List 
Act of George II]. it was stated that 

“the Sovereign consented to such disposition of 
the hereditary revenues as might conduce to 
the utility and satisfaction of the public.” 

But George IIT. had no title to the heredi- 
tary revenues ; they belonged nominally 
to the Sovereign of the time, but to the 
Sovereign as the representative of the 
State, and not in his individual capacity. 
For example, the Judges, the Treasury, 
and pensions were paid out of the Civil 
List of George III., and the salary of the 
Speaker of the House of Commons was 
included. A Committee was appointed 
in the time of William IV., and it 
advised that the Civil List should be 
applied only to the dignity and state of 
the Crown. This advice was partially 
adopted. There was an idea prevalent 
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that in some special way the Crown’ by himself and his heirs and successors 


lands belonged personally — to 
Sovereign. The Report stated that at 
an early period of the history of this 
country the landed property of the Crown 
afforded the principal source of revenue, 
and since then no Act had been passed to 
alter that position of the Crown lands. 
and only Acts affecting them were to pre- 
vent the alienation of Crown lands. The 
case of the smaller hereditary revenues 
was peculiar. It was asserted that 
the Crown was entitled to them by pre- 
scription, but George III. and George IV. 
took them for themselves, and in order 
to prevent this improper action on the 
part of the Sovereign the surrender of the 
Crown lands by William IV.’ and Queen 
Victoria included the surrender of the 
casual revenues. The Duchy of Lancas- 
ter had never been included in the Crown 
lands. There was to a certain extent 
a distinction, but it was a distinction 
without a difference, as far as the present 
right of the State was concerned. When 
Henry [V. came to the Throne he repre 
sented the White Rose in the Wars of 


the Roses—[ No. now” laughter. and 
Ministerial cries of“ Edward.’ }- well. 
he would sav when “the Henry ” came 


to the Throne [renewed laughter and 
interruption }—— 


Sik F. DIXON-HARTLAND (Middle- 
sex, Uxbridge): Henry IV. represented 
the Red Rose and Edward LV. the White 
Rose. 


*Mr. LABOUCHERE replied that he 
might represent the blue rose for all he 
cared, so far as his argument was con- 
cerned, but when Henry IV. came to 
the throne he pussessed the Duchy of 
Lancaster as his own private property. 
He passed an Act separating it from the 
rest of the Crown lands, which proved 
that at that time at least the Crown 
lands were not regarded as the private 
property of the Sovereign. But he 
claimed that the lands of the Duchy 
had been his property, and they 
remained his own private property 
when he was King. When Edward IV. 
came to the Throne he forfeited these 
lands, and then he passed an Act in 
identical terms, making them the special 
property of himself and his heirs. When 
George ILI. was on the Throne he passed | 
im Act declaring that he was possessed ! 


the ; of these lands ; but he was possessed of 


these lands in precisely the same way 
as he was possessed, as the representative 
of the State, of other Crown lands. He 
called attention to the doctrines of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer because 
they were contrary to the doctrines 
which had been held by the Whigs from 
time immemorial; and he was only 
renewing the protest of all old and 
respectable Whigs. In looking to the 
total of the Civil List to which the 
House was asked to assent, the actual 
‘amount received from the Duchy 
of Lancaster and from the Vote pro- 
posed was £530,000; but from the 
Estimates there were voted £25,000 
for pensions, yachts £25,000, palaces 
£18,000, and carrying luggage £1,000. 
The last-named was a curious Vote. It 
was to be found in the Navy Estimates, 
though the luggage was carried by train. 
When the late Queen came to the Throne 
Parliament voted £385,000. At that 
time the Duchy of Laneaster produced 
only £5,000, the Estimate based on 
the Civil List amounting to £590,000 
When her late Majesty married, £50,000 
a year was voted to the Prince Consort, 
As showing what the action of the 
then House was, it might be pointed 
out that the Liberal Government of 
the day proposed that there should be 
£50,000 voted for the Prince Consort. 
,but Mr. Sibthorpe, a Conservative 
Member, moved to reduce the sui to 
£30,000, and, thanks to the votes of some 
Radicals and of almost the entire Con- 
servative party, the Vote was reduced 


to that amount. That was a very 
excellent example for the House to 
follow on the present occasion. The 


Civil List of her late Majesty and the 
Prince Consort then consisted — of 
£415,000 voted, and as at that time the 
revenues of the Duchy of Laneaster 
were £15,000, the total of the Civil List 
was £430,000, or £100,000 less than the 
House was asked to say was needed for 
his present Majesty and his Consort. 
Taking the reductions which had been 
made in the expenditure thrown upon 
the List and the amounts now thrown 
upon the Estimates, the difference be- 
tween the two Civil Lists amounted to 
the enormous sum of £160,000. 

Coming to the classes and the 
various items of expenditure upon which 
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they were based, it would be seen 
that Class 2 represented the salaries of 
the Household and retiring allowances, 
in regard to which it was proposed to 
grant £126,000, as against £131,000, a 
reduction of £5,000. But the class was 
relieved of £12,000 odd by the reduction 
of posts and salaries at once, and of 
£10,000 for pensions. The relief on 
those two items amounted to £22,000, 
but it was in reality greater, because the 
reduction of £12,000 did not include 
the reductions contemplated in regard 
to political officers. It was perfectly 
true that ‘there was added to this 
class a charge of £10,000 for the per- 
sonal staff of the Sovereign, but the 
country had nothing to do with that ; 
it was simply removing it from one class 
toanother. The amount was paid by the 
late Sovereign out of her Privy Purse, 


{COMMONS} 








Civil List. 1224 


| retirement was only a temporary ones 
and that during her happy married life 
she entertained very largely—the total 
amount taken from the Privy Purse for 
the expenses of the Household was 
£652,000. As to the basis upon which 
the amount allocated to this class was 
recommended, the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer was not so lucid as in his 
general observations. The Report said 
that it was— 

“In order to ensure that no restriction 
should be put upon the hospitality - of the 
Sovereign, and that his comfort should not be 
interfered with ’— 

It was difficult to see how, 
speaking of these hundreds of thou- 
sands of pounds, the word * comfort ” 
could be used. As to the hospitality 
of the Sovereign, Her late Majesty, 
even during her retirement, had _ the 


when 








usual parties given by a Sovereign; 
there were drawing-rooms, levees, State 
concerts, and balls; and he failed to 
see why any more was needed to 
maintain the state and dignity of the 
Crown. The only persons who would 
‘gain by that increase were a very few of 
£5,000, but £26,000. The next class the shopkeepers in London. The vast 
was the most important, namely, majority of those who would have to pay 
the expenses of the Household. During | did not go. under any circumstances, to 
the last reign this expenditure was | these parties, and they would be per- 
reckoned at £172,000, and it was now | fectly well satisfied if the Court continued 
proposed to put it down at £193,000, an|to be maintained as it was hy Queen 
increase of £21,000. But the increase! Victoria. The whole Civil List that 
was very much more than that, if the!the House is asked to vote is 
charges to be met were taken into con- | based upon the principle of reducing 
sideration. For instance, the class was | the ceremony and adding to the lrivy 
relieved of £10,000 in regard to the in-| Purse of the Sovereign. For the Privy 
ternal decorations of Windsor Castle and.| Purse the -House was asked to vote: 
Buckingham Palace ; of £4,000 for the | £110,000, to which would have to be. 
Royal Hunt; of £5,000 for the Mistress.| added £60,000 from the Duchy of 
of the Robes; and of £5,000 for the | Lancaster and the unappropriated 
** Queen’s Premiums ” ; makinga total re- | balances, bringing the amount up to 
lief of £24,000. This amount, added to the | £178,000. The Privy Purse was at 
increase of £21,000, made a difference of | the same time relieved of £10,000 in 
£45,000 as compared with the late reign. ; regard to personal staff; the £12,000 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer had for non-effective “service under Classes 
alluded to the fact that during the later | 2 and 3 also went to it. Thus the Privy 
period of her reign the late Sovereign had | Purse was really more than £200,000. 
been obliged to meet deficiencies from the | Let that be compared with the amount 
Privy Purse. During the last five years | voted to the late Queen. On her acces- 
of the reign the average so taken was }sion to the Throne the Privy Purse, 
£11,000. Therefore, if anything could | including the revenues from the Duchy 
be made of that argument, the amount | of Lancaster and the unappropriated 
added should be, not £45,000, but. balances, amounted to £73,000. On 
£11,000. In regard to this deficiency, | the marriage of the Queen an additional 
taking the whole reign—and it had to | £60,000 was voted, with £30,000 for the 
be remembered that her late Majesty's Prince Consort, while the _ revenues 
Mr. Labouchere. 


and the only result of the present arrange- 
ment was that the Privy Purse would 
gain to the extent of this amount. 
Allowing, however, for the personal staff, 
it was very evident that, as compared 
with the same class in the last Civil 
List. the reduction ought to be not 
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from the Duchy of Lancaster had risen read in the newspapers a little while ago 


to £15,000. Jt was therefore £113,000. 
Looking at the whole question, 
he failed to see that any sort of 


acase had been made out for the increase 
now proposed. On the Committee he 
had suggested that there should be 
granted to the Sovereign a lump sum of 
£415,000, that being the amount of the 
Civil List granted to the late Queen and 
the Prince Consort, which with the 
revenues of the Duchy of Lancaster 
would bring the amount up to £475,000. 
He would leave the expenditure of 
this money to the Sovereign. It was 
not the duty of the Committee to pry 
into all these small matters of expendi- 
ture, and, as far as he was concerned, it 
was a matter of no importance whether 
the Sovereign chose to spend the money 
in one way or another. The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer had given as a special 
reason why the Committee should have 
confidence in the present King that he 
was an excellent business man; but it 
appeared to him that a want of con 
fidence was shown by the Government in 
proposing allocations as to the spending. 
He apprehended that the real reason for 
these allocations was that in the Civil List 
of Queen Victoria there was a proviso that 
in the case of a deficit in one class and 
a surplus in another, the surplus in 
the one might be used to meet the 
deficit in the other; but that, as 
he wnderstood the proviso, when there 
was a surplus in one class and no deficit 
in any other, the unexpended surplus 
remained in the ‘Treasury. ‘That, how- 
ever, was not the view of the law officers 
of the Crown, .and such surpluses 
went to the Privy Purse, with the 
result that the transfers to the Privy 
Purse amounted altogether to £650,000 
during the late reign. Another objec- 
tion to this mode of allocating the 
amounts to be spent was, that many of 
the items of expenditure put down. by 
the Committee as being desirable or 
necessary were not such as_ should 
receive the approval of the House. One 
item was for political or parliamentary 
officers, the amount being £13,100. 
Most of these officers were noblemen, 
and went out of office on a change of 
Ministry. This payment was simple 
bribery, in order to induce Gentlemen 


in the Upper House to take a favourable 


He! 


view of the Government in power. 


,and allowances.” 





and was asked as a Liberal to rejoice 
over the fact, that the Earl of Bucking- 
hamshire had seen the error of his ways 
as a Conservative and had joined the 
Liberal party. He did not see any 
special reason to rejoice, but still 
he rejoiced to a certain extent over 
one repentant sinner. But two weeks 
afterwards he read that the Earl of 
Buckinghamshire had become a Lord in 
Waiting, with £600 a year. The Liberal 


party wanted none of these bought 
recruits, whether they were noblemen 
or anybody else. The House would 


probably be astounded to hear that one 
of the Whips of the House was paid 
out of the Civil List. Under ordinary 
circumstances, any question with regard 
to a Whip could be raised on his salary in 
the Estimates, but in this case it was not 
so, because he was paid £900 or £1,000 a 
vear asa WhipfromtheCivil List. To show 
how absolutely unneeded a large number 
of these political officers were, he referred 
to the chief State ofticers in the Depart- 
ment of the Lord Steward. The total 
amount voted for the Department was 
£28,000. The Treasurer received £700, 
the Comptroller, £700, the Master of the 
Household, £1,156, the Paymaster of the 
Household, £1,130, the Secretary, £1,000 ; 
and at the head of these gentlemen. who 
certainly could do hetween them the busi- 
ness of looking after the £28,000, a large 
portion of which was drawn by them- 
selves. was the Lord Steward, who not 
only received £2,000, but had the right 
of using the carriages of the Court. One 
reason given by the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer for the increase in the Civil 
List was that the present Court would 
require more horses than the last Court. 
If that was so, why should not the right 
of the Lord Steward and other such 
ornamental sinecurists to use the 
horses of the Court be withdrawn ? 
Another thing, which would scarcely 
commend itself to the Nonconformist 
conscience of theright hon. Gentleman the 
Member for East Wolverhampton, was an 
item of £6,000 for ‘‘ Ecclesiastical officers 
Among these officers 
were thirty-six chaplains, each of whom 
received £40 per annum. The duty of 


each chaplain was to preach once 
before the Sovereign. but — they 
could be relieved of this duty 
by a payment of £3. Most of these 
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chaplains, he suspected, paid the £3, and 
were thus £37 to the good for doing abso- 
lutely nothing. But it was not so much 


Civil List. 


the question of the amount ; it was the | 
absurdity of having thirty-six chaplains. | 
Surely such a number could not be neces- | 


sary whether for a sovereign or for any 
other human being. There was, how- 
ever, a graver objection, and that was 
that by imposing upon the Sovereign the 


necessity of spending £6,000 in ecclesias- | 


tical officers and allowances the House 
was practically further endowing the 
Church of England. He was in favour 
of doing away with the endowments at 
present the Church of 
England, in which view most of the 
Members of the Opposition concurred, 


pe ssessed hy 


hut probably every Member of the House | 


would agree that they ought not, under 
the guise of the Civil List, to give to this 
endowed Church a further endowment of 
£6,000. Then there was the Poet Lau 


reate. Why was such an absurdity 
continued?) There were distinguished 


men who had held the office, and others 
who were not so distinguished. He did 
not wish to allude to anyone personally, 
but there must be in the minds of every 


Member of the Ilouse the names of one | 
one, if the Committee liked— | 
whose verses, putting them at the highest | 
standard, certainly were not worth 5s. | 


or two 


taken in the gross. Another such | 
officer was the Examiner of Plays. Why | 


in the name of common sense should the 
Examiner of Plays be a Court official ? 
There were dozens more of similar ap- 
pointments, and the House of Commons 


ought not to accept the responsibility of | 
advising His Majesty to maintain them. | 


His suggestion to give the Sovereign 


a fixed sum, to be spent as he chose, | 


was a thoroughly sound and reasonable 
one, and it was far more respectful to the 


King than the proposal of the Chancellor | 


of the Exchequer. 

With regard to the sum _ total, 
he personally did not see the advan- 
tage of a Court. He regarded it 
as a medieval survival, the tendency of 
which was to create a spirit of flunkeyism 
in the nation. 
ment of the principle of monarchy, be- 


cause monarchy was in no sense involved | 


in a Court. If he had his way, he would 
give the head of the State some such 


{COMMONS} 


This was not an impeach- | 
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| President, and do away entirely with 
| Court ceremonials, but unfortunately 
‘the common sense of the nation did not 
keep pace with his own on this matter, 
He frankly admitted that, and therefore 
he had to accept things as they stood. 
If, however, people insisted on having a 
Court, they should look at the matter of 
the amount needed for it in «a thoroughly 
business spirit. While he believed the 
question of amount should be dealt with 
' generously, he really could not see why 
the [lavish prodigality suggested by the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer should be 
adopted. One ground adduced for 
it was that care should be taken that the 
Sovereign did not incur debt. He be- 
lieved that George IV. would have 
incurred debt no matter how much had 
been given him. [t depended upon the 
Sovereign on the Throne, and he was 
perfectly prepared to show his contldence 
in the King by giving him a certain sum 
of money, and he believed that whatever 
sum was given the King would not ineur 
debt or spend more. The country was 
passing through an orgie of extravagance 
but he was happy to say that there had 
been to a considerable extent an awaken 
ing to the fact. He tendered his thanks 
to the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
because he believed that his speeches 
in the House had tended to a great 
extent to the awakening of the country 
to the folly of the course that was being 
pursued. There seemed to be an idea 
abroad that money was to be squandered 
for the sake of squandering it, that 
because the Budget went up by leaps and 
bounds in millions of pounds, there was no 
need to look after the thousands, while to 
| suggest a reduction of £1,000 here or 
£1,000 was something mean and prepos 
_terous. The times were out of joint for this 
lavish and reckless expenditure. A wal 
was proceeding which was admittedly cost- 
inga good deal of money, andevery yearthe 
country had additional claims made upon 
it for outlay in regard to the Army 
and to the Navy. The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had been obliged to impose 
fresh taxes which weighed heavily on 
industry ; he had not only been compelled 
' to suspend the Sinking Fund, but he had 
been obliged also to throw the expense 
of the greater portion of the war upon 
‘posterity. If they did not fulfil their 


| 


amount as was given to the French | bounden duties us guardians of the public 


Mr, Labouchere. 
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purse of examining closely every pro- 
posal for expenditure which was brought 
before them there. would be nothing left 
for education, for bettering the lot of the 
poor man, for old-age pensions, and other 
most important objects. Working-men 
did not desire this expenditure. [Cries 
of “ Yes.”] Well, he should like to see 
how the working-men’s representatives 
would vote on this occasion. He should 
be very much astonished if a large 
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majority of the working-men’s representa- 
tives in this House voted against the 
Amendment which he had proposed. Did 
the Liberals throughout the country 
want this grandiose Court ? If they did 
not, they should watch how their Members 
voted. Upon this question the Liberals 
were united—outside this House. Liberals 
throughout the country were opposed 
to any sort of increase in the expenditure 
upon the Court, and he could prove to 
the House that this was so. In the vear 
IS89 there was a Committee appointed, 
and a proposal was put before that Com- 
mittee to grant a sum of money to the 
children of the then Prince of Wales. 
The late Mr. Gladstone advocated that 
proposal, but he opposed it on the Com- 
mittee. The hon. Member for Morpeth 
and himself were the only Members on 
that Committee who voted against the 
proposal. He renewed his objections in 
the House of Commons, and he did not 
believe that, including the Front Bench. 
there were ten Liberals who voted against 
his proposals. Some of them said to him, 
“Do not you think a protest would be 
better, without a division?” ‘ No,” he 
replied, “* and I will tell you why—I want 
to see how you vote.” Many of them 
came to him afterwards and said that 
although they had been in doubt and hesi 
tation about voting for his motion, when 
the election came round and they went 
to their constituencies they found that 
the most popular vote which they had 


given during the -whole Parliament. 


was that recorded against any aug- 
mentation of the sum spent upon the 
Court. He felt that would also be the 
result in the present instance. He was 
convinced that the Liberals outside the 
House were stalwarts in the doctrines of 
economy. The Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer and a few other hon. Members 
of this House, including himself, stood 
together in the cause of economy. Ile 
begged, therefore, to move the reduction 


{9 May 1901} 
i of thesum of £470,000 to £415,000. He 


‘of Commons. 
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did so because that was the amount 
voted to the late Queen and the Prince 
Consort. It would be open to any hon. 
Member to move a still further reduction 
when the Bill came on before the House. 


Amendment proposed— 

“To leave out ‘£470,000’ (for the King’s 
Civil List), in order to insert ‘ £415,000.’ — 
(Mr. Labouchere.) 

Question proposed, “ That ‘ £470,000 ’ 
stand part of the proposed resolution.” 


*Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil) 
complained that the working classes had 
not been represented on the Committee 
which inquired into this matter. In a 
matter of this kind, affecting, as it did, 
not only publie expenditure but also a 
question of principle, some Member at 
least who was entitled to speak for the 
working classes ought to have found a 
place upon that Committee. He should 
support the Amendment moved by his 
hon. friend the Member for Northamp- 
ton, and he should also divide against the 
motion as a whole. This was not the 
occasion upon which increased expendi- 
ture should be submitted to the House 
The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had given as one reason for 
this proposed increase that the cost of 
living had increased. He was glad to 
have that acknowledgment from so 
responsible an authority. It was a 
common fiction in this country that the 
cost of living during the last fifty years 
had decreased. That was certainly not 
the case, and he was glad to find that this 
fact had now been admitted in high 
quarters, and he trusted that at a later 
stage of the session, when they were 
considering the wages paid to the men 
employed by the State, that fact 
would be borne in mind. If it was 
necessary to increase the amount voted 
to His Majesty because of an increase 
in the cost of living, by what process of 
reasoning did the right hon. Gentleman 
justify the reductions in the salaries of 
officers and attendants in and about the 
Court, which were being cut down in a 
cheeseparing manner. The salary of 
the Treasurer of the Household had been 
reduced from £900 to £700 a year, or a 
reduction of £200. The salary of the 
Comptroller of the Household had been 
reduced by a like amount, and the Vice- 
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Chamberlain's salary had 


{COM 


£100 per annum, and, in addition to this, 
two of them had been dispensed with. 
The salary of the eaptain of the gentle- 
inen-at-arms had been reduced by 
£200 per annum. The amount to be 
paid to the captain of the yeomen of 


the guard had been reduced by £200, | 
and the sum paid to the Master of the | 


Horse had been reduced by £500 a year. 
He could not understand why there was 
such a cheeseparing policy in regard to 
the salaries of the attendants of the 
Court while at the same time an 
increase was being made in the amount 


voted to the King and his Royal 
Consort. It had been stated that 


this was being done because of the 
generous action of the Sovereign in 
handing over to the State certain re- 
venues which by right belonged to the 
King. It was now understood that 
those revenues were not the personal 
property of the Sovereign. It would 
be within the recollection of the House 
that, when the Civil List Committee was 
being appointed, he endeavoured to 
secure the adoption of an Amendment 
instructing the Committee to present 
to the House a Report showing the whole 
of the expenditure upon royalty and the 
sources of income of His Majesty. His 
Majesty. in addition to what was voted 
in this House by the Civil List and what 
he derived from the Duchy ef Lancaster, 
was also an officer in various regiments, 
for which presumably he received his 
salary. In dealing with this matter the 
nation should understand how much 
was being paid to the Royal Family in 
order that they might be able to decide 
whether the Royal Family was worth the 
movey. He also wished the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer to impart to the Com- 
mittee whether the amount allotted to the 
Queen Consort would be paid to Her 
Majesty direct, or would it be handed 
over to His Majesty to be disposed of at 
his good will and pleasure? If they 
voted that money it should be paid direct 
into Her Majesty’s account, and not 
handed “over to her husband. It was 
not his intention at that stage to make 
anything in the nature of a long speech. 
There would be other opportunities for 
going into detail upon the various items 


Mr. Keir Hardie. 


also been 
reduced by £200 a year. The allowances 
of the lords-in-waiting had been reduced 
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included in the Civil List. He would, 
however, again point out that when 
taxes were being increased, when trade 
was depressed and wages were going 
down, when thousands of the employees 
of the State had clamoured in vain for 
years to have their wages increased from 
19s. a week to 24s. a week, it was nota 
suitable time to ask the House to vote 
what amounted to an _ inerease of 
£100,000 a year to the income of His 
Majesty the King and the Queen. If an 
example of economy was to be set, for 
which the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
pleaded so eloquently, that example 
should be set in high places. It could 
not be expected that the other spending 
departments of the State would pay 
much heed to the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer's warning in regard to 
economy, when they found the very 
highest. officers of the State increasing 
their expenditure in connection with the 
occupants of the Throne to an extent 
which had never occurred before. For 


'those reasons he should support the 
Amendment of the hon. Member for 
Northampton. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
said he was sure that neither in this 
House nor in the country would there 
be any disposition to make other than 
the most generous provision for the 
Sovereign and his Consort. If he were 
to make any criticism of the proposal 
now before the Committee it would be. 
not that the provision were too great, 
but that it was hardly great enough. 
When they considered the great benefits 
they owed to the fact that they had a 
Monarchy firmly established in this 
country, he thought it would ill-become 
them to higgle or haggle over the sum 
to be paid to their gracious Majesties. 
Their Sovereign was the head of the 
whole British nation, and as such they 
expected him to show that magnificence 
which would make him a fitting cere- 
monial head of this country. He only 
rose to oecupy a few moments of the 
time of the Committee in order to ask 
two specific questions of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer. One of his points had 
been mentioned by the hon. Member 
opposite who had just spoken. He 
thought this country had alwaystakenthe 
greatest interest in and felt the greatest 
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love and affection for that gracious lady ; He had no objection to there being no 
whom they had hitherto known as the | Parliamentary control when the pensions 
Princess of Wales, and who was now the! were distributed by the Monarch, but 
Queen Consort. The Privy Purse was | when they were handed over to a Minister, 
set down at £110,000, including, as he | who was to be allowed to spend £1,200 
understood the Chancellor of the Ex-| this year and £1,200 the next year, he 
chequer, the provision for the Queen | thought it was most objectionable and 
Consort. The Queen Consort, he was | most improper that such a sum should 
informed, had a separate Court and a| be put into the hands of a Minister with- 
separate establishment, including even a | out any Parliamentary control, As long 
separate Attorney General, and he|as it was the act of the King it was 
desired to ask the Chancellor of the | all right. 
Exchequer whether he could inform the! x4 we DrAn 
“4 1 . *Smr M. HICKS BEACH: It will be 
Committee what part of the £110,000 | Pik wie ot the Rina in the hier 
| the ac ‘ . i 
was to be allocated to the Queen herself. | ad 
Another question he wished to raise was ‘TRQON pe Te cas 
, : Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said he could 
a small one, although it was not without a 
eae es : | not see how that could be the case if the 
importance. They were told in the | seaingy é . oo 
re pensions did not form part of the Civil 
Report that.the pensions granted under List 
' ~ . ‘a a ° | LIst. 
Clauses 5 and 6 of the Civil List Act were 
to be separately charged on the Consoli- j iad —— , 
I erg at oO} *Sin M. HICKS BEACH: What I 
dated Fund. That raised a very im- , 
; : ste meant was that they were not included 
portant point, for those pensions |; in. e3en oad ; 
. CLIO, . 
amounted last year to about £20,000. 
He understood that they were distribu wT a 
; ) ted Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: From year 
as an act of bounty by the Monarch, | E . Pr 
; Jv ° |to year those pensions had been issued 
and because of that they were withdrawn, ee oop 7s . 
é : : by virtue of the Civil List Act, which 
and properly withdrawn, from all control | |: : eR oie 
Pen created the right to grant those pensions 
on the part of this House. He was aware re ek ee ONT . 
ace we | as part of the Civil List. Now, the right 
that by the Civil List Act a regulation | } ‘ 
a 96. 2 hon. Gentleman had arranged that they 
was laid down that those pensions must | . 4 . eaaes 
: should no longer be part of the Civil List, 
¢ confined to persons who had rendered | a : . 
" 'and he said at the same time that they 
personal service to the Monarch or tothe | ee . oh 
4 é : cas robs were still to be granted as an act of the 
State in some capacity. That provision | yz; ‘— i as ae 
dale’ eieelind ta thn dened sa ? King. His contention was that as soon 
applie e pensions s g as mene 
y opp ee NS aS as they ceased to be on the Civil List the 
they were on the Civil List. The 6th sec- | : Cae 
iiaak il ids iets ‘ded granting of the pensions was the act of 
7) e Ac 4 _— aa ran - 
‘ahaa, teisigcret ’ the Minister. The pensions would at 
* That the pensions which may hereafter be once be withdrawn from all the safe 
charged upon the Civil List Revenues shall be egy emanate ss gis pire 
granted to such persons only as have just guards put upon them by the Act which 
cktims on the Royal beneficence, or who by | he had quoted. and he did not think the 
their personal services to the Crown, by the | right hon. Gentleman was right in sug- 
performance of duties to the public, or by their eoutine that they should be lt as 1 
useful discoveries in science and attainments in | 0°°™"'5 kK ley § 88 a 
literature and the arts, have merited the | Permanent charge on the Consolidated 
gracious consideration of their Sovereign and | Fund without any Parliamentary control 
the gratitude of their country.” whatever. 


So long as those pensions formed part 
of the Civil List they were subject to that} *Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea) said 
condition. Jt was now proposed that the House of Commons obviously 
they should no longer form part of the | laboured under some disadvantage in 
Civil List, and therefore they would | discussing this matter, in so far as the 
cease to be subject to that condition. | Committee appointed by this House 
When a sum amounting to £20,000 last | to consider His Majesty's Civil List were 
year, which had hitherto been in the! practically unanimous in the decisions 
personal disposition of the Monarch, | they arrived at and in the recommenda- 
Was taken from that eategory and placed | tions of the report which they now had 
under the absolute control of a Minister, before them. But notwithstanding that 
it ought not to be made a permanent | disadvantage, and in spite of the practical 
charge npon the Consolidated Fund, and | unanimity of the Committee which was 
removeg from the control of Parliament. appointed to inquire into this question, 
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he desired to associate himself with the 
protest which had been made by the 
Member for Northampton and the 
Member for Merthyr Tydvil against any 
increase being made to what he con- 
sidered the large and generous sum 
already voted by the nation to the King 
and Queen. He never expected any 
wide divergence of opinion upon that 
Committee as it was constituted. One 
did not) expect too much from any 
Civil List Committee. Her late Majesty 
had only recently passed away, and it 
stood to reason that that fact would 
weigh considerably in favour of any 
decision which the Committee might 
come to. He was not particularly im- 
pressed either with the conclusions or 
the recommendations of the Committee, 
and he was not satisfied that all the 
information that could have been pre- 
sented to that Committee for a full and 
correct finding was submitted to it. 
The Committee's deliberations had been 
more or The universal 
respect for the late Queen undoubtedly 
coloured much that the Committee had 
recommended, and the universal respect 
for the present Queen - Consort un- 
doubtedly appealed to the Members of 
the Committee. When they added to 
those facts political expediency and the 
prospects of preferment it was not sur- 
prising that the hon. Member for North- 


less secret. 


ampton was found in splendid isolation, | 


and that he was the one bold man strug- 
gling with adversity. 
be with the minority upon this occasion. 
He did not think the very plausible 
speech of the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
had materially affected the situation. 
He knew those proposals had the con- 
currence of the official Opposition. On 
this point he agreed with the hon. Mem- 
ber for Northampton that whenever 
they found the two Front Benches unani- 
mous upon anything there were good 
public reasons for suspecting that con- 
currence. 

He did not intend to approach this 
question from the point of view of 
haggling about details. The increased 
cost of living had been advanced as a 
reason for this increased expenditure, 
but that was hardly an argument one 
liked to hear in connection with an 
allowance which was £385,000, and 


{COMMONS} 


He preferred to | 
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£500,000. ‘This inerease in the cost of 
living within the last few years did not 
apply to Royal personages or Royal 
palaces, because that increase, so far as 
the working men and the upper and 
middie classes were concerned, was 
merely in the direction of increased rent. 
He thought also it would be invidious 
for a Labour representative, whose chief 
occupation was arguing for increases 
of salary, when circumstances warranted 
it, for wage earners, to argue, as some 
Members might think, the other way 
that evening. But it seemed to him 
there was a great deal of difference 
between asking an increase of salary 
for people whose income was already 
below the level of subsistence and de- 
fending and demanding an increase of a 
}salary which was now considerably 
over £1,000 per day, and which would, 
under the recommendation in this Report, 
be more than £1,500 per day.  Not- 
withstanding all that could be said in 
favour of this increase he intended to 
support the Amendment. The hon. 
| Member for King’s Lynn, whom he often 
| followed in his excursions against extrava- 
| ganee, and whom he invariably supported 
when he pleaded for economy, was under 
the impression that this was a popular 
| Vote in the country. There had been 
many things put forward as popular 
during the last two or three years that 
subsequent proceedings had corrected, 
‘and time had not justified all that had 
been said of their popularity. The same 
would be said of this additional burden 
with others when they were felt. The hon. 
Member for King’s Lynn had given as 
his reason for supporting this Vote that 
the King and Queen were the ceremonial 
head of the nation. That was true, but 
they ought to be something more. He 
trusted that the monarchy would never 
be reduced so low that the fact of their 
being the ceremonial head of the State 
would be put forward as the chief reason 
why their salary should be increased. 
If that only be true, there was an argu- 
ment for reduction or abolition. It was 
one of the proud privileges and duties 
of Members of the British House of Com- 
mons—and this was what differentiated 
this country from all other countries— 
to criticise if they saw fit, and to argue for 
the increase or the reduction of the salary 
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which was to be raised, roughly, to over 


Mr. John Burns. 


of any public official from the head of 
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the State down to the charwoman who 
dusted the benches of the House of 
Commons. He sincerely hoped they 
would never find any Member of the 
House of Commons reluctant to speak 
and vote against any proposal to increase 


a salary when he disagreed with the | 


attempt. He attached very little impor- 
tance to the ceremonial side of monarchy. 
Her late Majesty was personally very 
much opposed to ceremonial, and he 
believed she would perhaps have lived 
longer had she not taken part in quite 
so many in recent years. She endeared 
herself to the people of this country by 
other qualities and characteristics than 
a love of ceremonial. It had been put 
forward that the Crown had to be main- 
tained with honour and dignity. He 
thought £385,000, in addition to palaces 
and other emoluments, was quite sufficient 
for maintaining the honour and dignity 
of the reigning monarchs. He ventured 
to say that those who put forward that 
as an argument for the increase were 
easting a reflection on the past reign, 
and he had yet to learn that relative 
poverty of the purse on the part of the 
monarch was incompatible with that 
monarch acting with dignity, honour, 
and respect of the highest quality. On 
the contrary, he believed that the per- 
sonal wants of Her late Majesty could 
have been satisfied with a few thousand 
pounds. He ventured to say that in 
many cases money was squandered 
on useless formalism, stilted ceremonial, 
and hosts of dependents, not to say flun- 
keys, whom he was not so sure that Her 
Majesty wanted. He protested against 
the increase being voted on the ground 
that the King and Queen were the cere- 
monial head of the nation. The arrange- 
ment with her late Majesty was that she 
should receive £385,000, including a sum 
of £13,200 for Royal bounties, alms, and 
special services, and beyond that the 
privilege of creating pensions up to 
£1,200. year. Hon. Members contrasted 
this apparently diminished sum with the 
£700,000 at which it previously stood. 
But since the bargain was made, at the 
accession of the late Queen, many of the 
charges that previously devolved upon 
the Privy Purse were transferred to the 
Consolidated Fund. 

The proposal before the House was 
that the £385,000 should be increased to 
£530,000, and, as the hon. Member for 
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| Northampton had proved, when they 
‘included a number of other things which 
/were borne by the Consolidated Fund, 
/such as the cost of palaces, pensions, and 
| grants to other members of the Royal 
| Family, the total cost to this country of 
the Royal Family was nearer £800,000 
ithan £385,000. Some hon. Members 
might want proof. Well, the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer had given it in the 
Report. Four yachts had been paid for, 
and their annual cost for maintenance 
amounted to anything between £30,000 
and £35,000. The maintenance and 
adequate repair of royal palaces, parks, 
and pleasure grounds in the first fifty 
years of Her Majesty’s reign alone cost 
the country the enormous sum of some- 
thing like £7,000,000. He was not 
arguing the question of Republicanism 
versus Monarchy, but he was speaking 
from the point of view of money received 
for services rendered. When they con- 
sidered the enormous amount spent on 
royal palaces, parks, and gardens, 
together with pensions, we had the 
extraordinary fact that during the 
sixty-three years of the last reign the 
aggregate charges received from the Civil 
List and the Consolidated Fund was 
something like £35,000,000. The hon. 
Member for Northampton had disposed 
of the illusion and the delusion that we 
ought to increase the salary of the King 
and Queen on the ground that we at 
some time or other had taken over the 
Crown lands, which, if they had not been 
taken from the monarchs, would have 
been bringing in an extravagant revenue. 
He did not think there was any warrant, 
any legal or historical justification, for 
that fact ; but even if there were years 
ago revenues from the Crown lands 
which were commuted to a lump sum 
to settle outstanding disputes, it seemed 
to him that the lump sum of £385,000, 
plus the allowances to other members of 
the Royal Family, was sufficient for the 
purposes of their high offices. Another 
argument put forward in the newspapers 
—it was curious how some papers could 
argue for increases of expenditure on 
some things and denounce it in others— 
was that the Civil List of other monarchs 
yas greater than that of the King and 
Queen of Great Britain. Well, we ought 
to compare like with like. We ought to 
see what other Civil Lists had to bear, 
and what some monarchs with larger 
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salaries had to disburse. For instance. 
the German Emperor received £786,000. 
Anyone who visited Prussia, and espe- 
cially Berlin, must see—and this was the 
only point on which he agreed with the 
German Emperor—that he spent an 
enormous proportion of his salary in art 
patronage, in decorating Berlin and 


other cities with statuary and art objects, | 


a practice that might well be followed 
by those in high places here. There 
was no comparison between the claims 
which an autocratic Monarch had to 
meet and those made upon the Monarchy 
we fortunately had in England. 

He objected to this particular increase 
at the present moment because of what 
we had seen in the British Empire 
recently. We had seen in the last ten 
years two or three, it might be four, 
famines in India, the people there living 
on 30s. per head per annum, people 
whose poverty was beyond endurance, 
and who were continually claiming the 
relief we ought to give; we had seen 
during the past two years a love of 
ceremonial, a love of display, beget a 
love of expansion ; and we had seen all 
this departure from our serious past 
leading us into excursions to the far 
corners of the earth, and the result 
was that we had wars and rumours 
of wars in every part of the Empire 
to such an extent that the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer had brought 
up a Budget showing the largest expendi- 
ture of any year in the history of the 
Empire. It seemed to the hon. Member 
that with famines in India, with a sugar 
tax and a coal tax, with a war sure to 
involve us in as much expenditure in the 
future as it had done in the past, and 
with a period of unemployment upon us, 
that those in high places ought to set a 
good example, and not ask for increases 
of salary. If he were satisfied that the 
King would get this money he should 
probably hesitate to vote against it, but 
it would go in useless formalism and 
stilted Court functions, of which we had 
had too much. He would suggest that 
two-thirds of the present officials, such 
as the Lord Chamberlain, the Lord 
Steward, the Master of the Horse, lords 
in waiting, grooms in waiting, gentle- 
men at arms, yeomen, officers, and so 
forth, might be dispensed with, and in 
that way the King might obtain an extra 
£50,000 or £60,000 a year. Some hon. 
Mr, John Burns, 


{COMMONS} 
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Members might say that was an exaggera- 
tion, but if they would turn to the 

|Report, at page 6, they would find an 

| item of £125,000 for officers of the House- 

‘hold. The expenses of His Majesty's 

| Household were mainly swallowed up by 

| useless officers. Some would say that the 

‘throwing of £500,000 or £250,000 extra 
at the heads of the King and Queen was 

| the best way the House of Commons and 

‘the country could testify their loyalty, 

|He did not believe that loyalty to the 

| Throne or to their Majesties was in any 
| sense measured by the amount of money 

‘the House or the country, either wil- 

lingly or reluctantly, gave to the Privy 

| Purse or the Royal Family. Some would 
| say that the honour and dignity of the 

/Crown must be satisfied. He said it 

| was more than met by the present cere- 

monial and the money voted to suclr pur- 
poses. He remembered when the present 
| King came to the Throne all the society 
| journals shouted with joy at the prospect 
of ceremonial after ceremonial, and dis- 
plays of Royal glory such as had not been 
experienced under Her late Majesty. 
| Did Her late Majesty win the respect of 
the people as Queen, woman, wife, and 
mother, by the money spent on Court 
ceremonial ! She earned loyalty, grati- 
tude, and respect in many quarters, not 
by her service as a“figure in processions, 
but by the lack of all this ceremonial. | 
saw the Queen on Jubilee day. Strip 
that pageant of all its soldiers, sailors, and 
martial! panoply, there was still a figure 
that evoked respect. 't was a plainly 
dressed {simple old woman guarded by the 
respect of the thousands who came to see 
her as the embodiment of character and 
duty. He believed that she had 

a contempt for the whole business 
for which this additional money was 
asked. In these days when money was 

buying Legislatures in other countries; 
when plutocracy organised was threaten- 
ing the liberty and freedom of some 
peoples outside this country ; when 
thrift was being preached to the agricul- 

tural labourer who earned 10s. to 14s. a 
week ; when mere money was_ being 
worshipped to a slavish extent that it 
never ought to be worshipped ; when 
people were living above their incomes ; 
when plutocrats were usurping the 
judgment seats and the places of kings 





and senators, the time had _ arrived 
when_ we should dispense with the argu 
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ment and ask ourselves the question— | 
Jsany more money necessary for the King 
and Queen to maintain their Throne with 
honour and dignity ? The answer to 
that question was to be found when we 
looked back on the sixty-three years of 
Her Majesty’s reign, which was an em- 
phatic contradiction of the statement 
that more money was needed. What 
evoked respect was character in those 
whom the State exalted. ard money 
without it was poor indeed. At a time 
like this to increase our Civil List was a 
mistake. He knew that there were 
soldiers’ widows walking the streets of 
this big city—women whose husbands 
had died in South Africa, and only a 
few days ago two soldiers’ daughters | 
were taken up off the streets near Hamp- 
stead Heath. In these days when there 
was necessity for retrenchment, when 
from the highest quarters they ought to 
have lessons how to live under rather | 
than above their incomes, neither King | 
nor Queen should approach Parliament | 
for such a substantial addition to their | 
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wrongly advised in asking this increase. 
It did not bring him any more respect 
from people whose respect was worth 
having. But this Vote would carry 
the lesson to many that we might have 
monarchy at too high a price if we had to 
pay a salary to enable the King to vie 
with such men as Barney Barnato, Beit, 
and Carnegie, a transient species of 
creature who he hoped for the benefit 
of humanity would not last so long as 
the monarchy would last. It was 
because he believed that it was ill- 
advised, extravagant, unnecessary, and 
unjustifiable that he should have 
pleasure in supporting the hon. Member 
for Northampton, and in doing so 
he believed he was not only voicing 
the opinion of the working class of his 
constituency, but that he was expressing 
the views of hundreds of thousands of 
loyal working men who believed that the 
King and Queen had quite enough for 
the discharge of their Royal duties. 


Question put. 


salary. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. 
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Beckett, Ernest William 
Bill, Charles 
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Bond, Edward 
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| 
| 
| 
| 
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Howard,John( Kent, aversh’m 
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Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. ) | 


Keswick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawson, John Grant 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 


| Pease, Her bert P. 
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{COMMONS} 
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| Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 


Palmer, SirC harlesM(Dur ham) | 


Parkes, Ebenezer 

Paulton, James Mellor 
(Darlington) | 
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Pemberton, John S. G. 

Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington,Lieut.-Col. Richard | 


Plummer, W alter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John 8. 

Rankin, Sir J ames 


| Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
| Rea. Russell 


Ms Killop, James(Stirlingshire) | 


Maple, Sir John Blundel 
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Maxwell, WJ H(Dumfriesshire 
Mellor,Rt. Hon. John William | 


Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milton, Viscount 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
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Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
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Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
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Ambrose, Robert 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Bell, Richard 
Blake, Edward 
Boland, John 

Soyle, James 
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Campbell, John (Armagh, S$.) | 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 
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F french, Peter 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 


Original question again proposed. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE moved, as 


Amendment, to leave 


Reid, James ((;reenock) 
temnant, James Farquharson 
tenshaw, Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Rickett, J. Compton 
titchie,Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson | 
Robertson, Herbert(Hackney) | 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Sadler,Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Staftord) | 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, H.¢ North’ mb. Tynes’d | 
Smith, James P. (Lanarks.) | 
Smith, Hon. W. F.D.(Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 


| Spencer, Rt. Hn.C. R.(N’th’nts 


| Lundon, W. 


| M‘Dermott, 


| O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, 
| O’Brien, Patrice 


| Stanley,Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 
NOES. 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Hammond, John 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Jameson, Major J. Eustace 

Joyce, Michael 

Leamy, Edmund 


MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 

Mooney, John J. 

Murphy, J 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
, Mid) 
(Kil eos 


| O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
| O’Connor,Jaimes(Wicklow, W. 
| O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 


out 


0’ Doherty » William 
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Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHn. J.G.(Oxf'dUniy. 
Thomas,F. Freeman (Hastings 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tomkinson, James 


Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 


Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 

| Valentia, Viscount 
Vineent,Col. SirCEH(Sheffield 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Wallace, Robert 
Walton, John Lawson(Leeds,S. 
Warner, Thomas CourtenayT. 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, John( ‘atheart(Orkney) 
Webb, Col. William George 
W elby, SirCharlesG. E. (Notts.) 
Wharton, Rt. Hn. John Lloyd 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley ,George( York, W.R.) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, Fred. W.( Norfolk, Mid 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson,.J. W.( Worcestersh. ,N. 
Wilson-Todd,Wim. H.( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath 
Wolff, Gustas Wilhelin 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Young,Commander (Berks, E. ) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O’Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 

O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

0’ - wom William 

O'Mara, James 

O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Priestley, Arthur 

Redmond,John E.( Waterford) 

—— William (Clare) 
toche, John 

Schwann, Charles E. 

Sullivan, Donal 

Tully, Jasper 

White, Patrick (Meath, North) 

Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 

Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Labouchere and Mr. 
Keir Hardie. 


Duke of Cornwall and York, £20,000.” 
an| He said that the Duchy of Cornwall 
* For the | produced £60,000 a year, and he thought 
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that sum, together with the £10,000 
a year provided for the Duchess of 
Cornwall and York, was a sufficient 
provision for the Duke and Duchess 
and their young children. When the 
Duke of Cornwall and York was engaged 
in a great ceremony, which might or 
might not be for the benefit of the 
country, such as his visit to Australia, 
the cost of the voyage was provided by 
the nation; he was entertained by the 
colony, and he believed it was proposed 
to vote him a sum of £20,000. He 
thought that was a bad principle to 
adopt. He complained of the secrecy 
which had been observed with regard 
to the Civil List, which put Members 
to the inconvenience of speaking without 
notice. The same rule applied to the 
Budget, but it was necessary in that 
case to conceal as long as possible the 
sources of proposed taxation. In the 
ease of the Civil List there was no such 
necessity, and he thought it would be 
more convenient if a change were made 
which would enable the House to have 
these matters placed before them at an 
earlier period, so that then they might 
have some knowledge of what they 
were discussing, and not have things 
of this sort sprung upon them as this 
had been. 


Amendment proposed— 

To leave out “£20,000” (for the Duke of 
Cornwall and York).—(Mr. Labouchere.) 

Question proposed, “ That ‘ £20,000 ’ 
stand part of the proposed Resolution.” 


Mr. LLOYD MORGAN (Carmarthen, 
W.) said he should not care to go as 
far as to support the Amendment, but 
he desired to say that he did not think 
the House or the country were called. 
upon to support the grandchildren of | 
the Sovereign. It was the duty of the | 
House and of the country to support, 
the Sovereign in a way that was fitting | 
his great position, and also to provide 
for the Queen-Consort and the daughters 
of the Sovereign, but he thought the 
Ine ought to be drawn there. He 
would not have mentioned this matter 
at all but for the language of the 
Report of the Committee, which made 
It perfectly plain that later on an appli- 
cation would be made to the House in 
respect of an allowance to be made to_ 
the children of the Duke of Cornwall. 


VOL. XCIIi. [FouRTH SERIES. ] 


{9 May 1901} 





Civil List. 1246 
(and York. He was in the House in 
1889 when the Bill known as the Prince 
of Wales’s Children Bill was before it. 
He was of opinion then and was of 
opnion now that in the interests of 
the Royal Family it would be well that 
questions of this kind were as far as 
possible kept out of the House. He 
was strongly of opinion that there was 
no obligation on the country to support 
the grandchildren of the Sovereign, and 
in his judgment the Committee had 
made a great mistake in not making 
a final settlement of the question. 


Captain GREVILLE (Bradford, E.) 
said that the working classes of the 
country were just as desirous of main- 
taining the dignity of Royalty as any 
other class in the Empire. There were 
two points to be considered—equa! 
dignity with other Courts, and the 
position in which His Majesty had been 
placed by the surrendering to Parlia- 


ment the revenues of Crown lands, 
etc. —— 
*THoe CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 


The question now under discussion is 
the sum to be allotted to the Duke and 
Duchess of Cornwall and York. 


Captain GREVILLE pointed out that 
there were many dependent Courts 
under the rule of Great Britain, and 
that those Courts attached great impor- 
tance to splendour and magnificence. 
He thought that the Duke of Cornwall 
should have an allowance equal to that 
of his father when Prince of Wales. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) 
said that the Committee had been placed 
in some little difficulty with regard to 
the amount that might be voted to the 
Duke of Cornwall and York. The 
amount was £20,000 a year for the 
Duke and £10,000 a yeartothe Duchess, 
but in addition to this there was the 
revenue from the Duchy of Cornwall. 
which amounted to about £67,000 a 
year. The difficulty which he felt was 
with regard to the revenues of the 
Duchies of Cornwall and Lancaster, 
a great deal of which had been investe«! 
in London property let on long leases. 
which were now beginning to fall in. 
There was no information as to the 
value of that property, and he thought 


2Y 
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it would be much better for the country 


if it took the revenue of the Duchies of | 


Cornwall and Lancaster for a lump 
sum cash down and farmed them for 
the benefit of the nation. Nothing 
worse could be conceived than the fact 
of the Heir Apparent becoming a 
great landlord. Could anything worse 
be conceived than an eviction being 
carried out under his name? The 
country should take over the Duchies 
and pay the Heir Apparent out of the 
Consolidated Fund. 

*Sir M. HICKS BEACH said he had 


very carefully considered the matter 
referred to by the hon. Member who 
had just sat down. He had come to 


the conclusion that it would be a mistake 
to alter the existing state of things. The 
revenues of the Duchies of Lancaster and 
Cornwall ought to remain in the position 
they had been in for hundreds of years. 
No conceivable State management could 
be better than the estates were 
now under. The whole matter was de- 
hated and decided in the House on the 


accession of Her late Majesty. He did 
not anticipate any large immediate 


increase in the revenue of the 
Cornwall, but in 1910 there would be a 
further falling in of ground leases in 
connection with the London property. 
The property was in a_ bad condition, 
and would require large expenditure. 


{COMMONS} 


Duchy of | 


Noes, 58. 
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The relations between landlord and 
tenant on this property had been admir- 
able. He submitted that the annuity 
proposed for the Duke of Cornwall and 
York was a moderate one, and he hoped 
the Committee would now be allowed to 
come to a decision. 

Mr. JOHN BURNS said he regretted 
to hear the view put forward by the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, because, 


in his view, it would be far better 
if the control were taken from Royalty 
altogether. He urged such a_ course 


because he recollected the King when 
Prince of Wales referring to his difficulty 
as an owner of property in Lambeth, 
which was part of the Duchy of Cornwall. 
His Majesty evidently thought that to be 
an owner of slum property was not an 
ideal position for a king to be placed in. 
Neither the King nor the Heir Apparent 
should be put in the relationship of land- 
lord with regard to the people, especially 
with regard to some of the property in 
that Duchy. 
*Sm M. HICKS BEACH said _ that 
directly the leases of the property to 
which the hon. Member referred fell in, 
the property would be put in thorough 
repair. 

Question put. 
™ The Committee divided: Ayes, 261; 
(Division List No. 176). 
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Burke, E. Haviland- 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J 





| M‘Kenna, Reginald 


| Platt-Higgins, Frederick 


| Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. 
| Ropner, Col. Robert 
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Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, Rt. HonJames(Kent) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, ReginaldJ. (Portsmouth 
Macartney, Rt. Hon. W. G.E. 
M‘Iver,SirLewis(Edinb’rgh, W | 


M‘Killop, James (Stirlingsh.) 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, W.J.H. (Dumfriessh. 
Mellor, Rt. Hon. John Wm. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine | 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. | 
Widdioeere, J. Throgmorton | 
Milton, Viscount 

Milward, Colonel Victor 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N,) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) | 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. | 
Morton, ArthurH. A(Deptford) | 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) | 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) | 
Paliner,Sir Chas. M. (Durham) | 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Herbert P. (Darlington 
Peel, Hon. Wm. Robert W. 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard 





Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rea, Russell 

teckitt, Harold James 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
tenshaw, Charles Bine 
tenwick, George 

Richards, Henry Charles 
tickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 


{utherford, John | 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- | 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 


NOES. 


Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, Capt. A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Duty, William J. 
Ffrench, Peter 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 
Hammond, John 

Hardie, J. K.(MerthyrTydvil) 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Jameson, Maj. J. Eustace 


2Y2 
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Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith,A bel H.(Hertford,East) 
Smith, HC(N’rth’mb., Tyneside 
Smith, James P. (Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Rt. Hn.C. R.(Northnts 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Strachey, Edward 

Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt,Hon. Humphry Napier 


| Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 


Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, F. Freeman. (Hastings 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tomkinson, James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.SirC. E.H.(Sh’fPld 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walton, John L .(Leeds, 8.) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay|T 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason,John Catheart (Orkney 
Webb, Colonel William Geo. 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. E.( Notts.) 
Wharton,Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Osmond(Merioneth) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, Fred. W. (Norfolk, Mid. 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd,Wm. H.( Yorks.) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Woodhouse, SirJ T( Huddersf’d 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Young,Commander (Berks, E.) 
Younger, William 
Yoxall, James Henry 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


| Joyce, Michael 


Leamy, Edmund 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 

Mooney, John J. 

Murphy, J 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, Kendal(T’ pper’ry Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
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O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N. 
O’Connor, James(Wicklow, W. 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’ Doherty, William 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W., 
O'Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 


Roche, John 


Original question again proposed. 

*Mr. KEIR HARDIE rose for the 
purpose of dividingthe Committee against 
the main question. As a believer in 
Republican principles, he could not see 
the uses of the Royal Family. [** Oh, 
oh.” |] He was entitled to his opinion, 
and intended to express it. In 
present day the Royal Family, according 
to his view, was an anachronism. [‘‘ Oh, 
oh.) The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
had stated, and it had been repeated by 
several other Members, that the Crown 
was growing in importance as the link 
that bound the Empire together. That 
argument might be pushed too far. The 
strength of a chain was measured by its 
weakest link, and, while Queen Victoria 
had been a source of strength to the 
Empire, there had been foolish kings in 
England before and there might be 
again, and one foolish king might 
wreck the Empire in six months. If 
the Empire was to be held together 
it would have to be by forces stronger 
than those which gathered around 
the occupant of the throne. 


because, as had been said, Court life was 
the centre of sycophancy, and led to an 
unhealthy state of public opinion. Every- 
thing the occupant of the throne did or 
left undone, said or left unsaid, 
eulogised and glorified as being the high- 
est wisdom. That of itself had a demoral- 
ising influence on the nation. As a 
democrat, he objected to a ruler occupy- 
ing a position of such power and influence 
in regard to whose selection the nation 


had no voice, and he intended to divide | 


the Committee on this question in order 
that those Members who were so fond of 


professing democratic principles on the | classes of the country as to whether the 


platform at election times might have 
an opportunity of proving the faith 
that was in them by a consistent 
vote in the lobby. He frankly admitted 
that at the present moment the opinion 
of working men and of the people 


generally was tavuurable to Royalty, 


{COMMONS} 


O'Malley, William 
O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
tedmond,John E.( Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 


Sullivan, Donal 


the | 


He also | 


objected to the voting of this money | 


was | 
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Tully, Jasper 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
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Mr. Labouchere and Mr, 


| TELLERS FOR THE NOoOEks— 
| John Burns. 


| but that because they did not understand 
| Royalty or what it meant to them. The 
| duty of working-men’s representatives 
| was to teach the working-men that it was 
| inconsistent with the dignity of manhood 
| to admit the principle of hereditary rulers, 
| whether in the House of Lords or on the 
/throne. In days gone by the party now 
|in opposition was a power in the land, 
'and it was then so strong because it was 
| permeated and dominated by the Re- 
| publican principle. To-day it was weak, 
| ineffective, and shattered, because it had 
|foresworn that principle in common 
| with many others. The object of a work- 
|ing-class party would be to purify the 
|system of government by eliminating 
from it every element which could not 
| be discussed from the point of view of 
| common-sense, and that test could not 
| possibly be applied to a reigning and 
Royal Family. 


Mr. CREMER (Shoreditch, Hagger- 
ston) said he intended to vote with the 
| hon. Member for Merthyr Tydvil, but 
did not care to do so without stating his 
reasons. If the Amendment of the hon. 
Member for Northampton had _ been 
iearried he would probably have found 
| himself voting against the hon. Member 
for Merthyr Tydvil on the present 
question, but that Amendment having 
been rejected he felt it to be his duty to 


| enter a protest against this extravagance 
'and shameful waste of the nation’s 
| wealth. He knew from his experiences 
_ of the working classes of the country that, 
| while unfortunately they favoured monai- 
'chical institutions, they were bitterly 
opposed to the extravagance attending 
the maintenance of the Royal Family. 
'If a poll were taken of the working 
dignity of the Crown might not be 
maintained upon half the money now 
voted, he believed there would be an al- 
most unanimous vote in the affirmative, 
He would be perfectly willing to make an 
honest, honourable, and economical 





provision for the maintenance of the 
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Crown and its dignity, but he could not | have been reduced by that amount. 
vote for the expenditure of money on But, instead of that, although all the other 
the host of sinecures, and in the wasteful | heads of expenditure were considered by 
manner which had been described by the | the Chancellor of the Exchequer to have 
hon. Member for Northampton. | been fully provided for, this £6,000 had 


| apparently been spread over the other 


{9 May 1901} 


Mr. WILLIAM 


E.): Where is Chamberlain the -Re- 


publican : 


REDMOND (Clare, | items, so that the total amount remained 
‘the same. 


He asked why it was that 
the nation did not have the advantage 


| of that £6,000. 


*Mr. LABOUCHERE said he had never, | 
like the Colonial Secretary, avowed him- 

self a Republican, and therefore he 
was in an independent position in regard | 
to this matter. He should vote against | 
the resolution, not because he objected | 
to a fair and reasonable sum _ being | 
granted for the maintenance of the 
state and dignity of the Crown, but | 
because he believed that if the resolution 
was carried the Sovereign would get 

more than he really nee ded. In view of 
the mania for expenditure which had 
seized the country, he felt a certain 
amount of gratitude towards the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer in that he had not 
asked the Committee to vote, say, a 
couple of millions sterling for the purpose. 
Ifthe right hon. Gentleman had proposed 
that amount he believed it would have 
been accepted by the Committee, and he | 
would have been even more popular | 
on the other side of the House than at 
present. but perhaps not quite so popular 
with the Opposition. To show the 
extraordinary manner in which the | 
Civil List had been piled up he referred | 
to the proceedings before the Civil List 
Committee. After thorough investiga- 
tion the estimate of the future annual 
charge was fixed at £470,000. The | 
Committee came to the conclusion that 
the sum of £6,000 should no longer be | 
devoted to the Royal Hunt. That item | 
being withdrawn, one would naturally | 
have thought that the total sum would | 


reign ; 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: That ques- 
tion is very easily answered. After it 
was decided that in the opinion of the 
Committee the Hunt should be abolished 
and this item was struck off, the question 


of the amount to be allotted to Class 3 
came under discussion. In the opinion 
of all the Committee it was thought 


that that class required to be in- 
creased as compared with the previous 
I do not think that even the hon. 


Member himself objected to that. After 
considerable discussion it was agreed 


to add to it the amount cut off for the 
Hunt. I believe that was done with the 
unanimous consent of the Committee. 
This much, I remember, that the hon. 


| Member made no objection and did nct 
| divide the Committee against it. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE asked whether 


the money voted for the Queen Consort 


| will be paid to Her Majesty direct or from 


the purse of the King. 


*Stir M. HICKS BEACH: I am afraid 
I cannot exactly explain the arrangement 
under which the amount of the Privy 
Purse will be paid to Her Majesty, but I 
have no doubt it will reach Her Majesty 


| direct. 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Aves, 307 ; 
Noes, 58. (Division List No. 177.) 


AYES. 


Aciand-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 


| Bain, Col. James Roberi 


Bond, Edward 








Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, Sir John 

Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen,CharlesP. (Gloue.Stroud 
Anson, Sir William R eynell 
Are hdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold- Forster, Hugh O. 
Ashmead. Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 

Bagot,’ apt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 





Baird, John George Alexander | 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J. (Maneh’r | 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W.(Leeds) 
Balfour, Maj. K.R. (Christch. ) | 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, Sir F. T. (W indsor) 
Bartley, George C. T. 
3athurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H. (Bristol 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Black, Alexander W iliam 
Blundell, Col. Henry 


Boulnois, Edmund 

Bowles, T. G. (King’s Lynn) 
Brassey . iio 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Col. Montagu 
Brunazaer, Sir John T omlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Burt, Thomas 

Butcher, John George 
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Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V. C. W.(Derbysh. 
Cawley, Frederick 

Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 

Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A.E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady 
Colville, John 

Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Colonel 

Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Doxford,Sir WilliamTheodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elibank, Master of 

Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Sir F. H. (Maidstone) 
Faber, George Denison 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fenwick, Charles 

Fergusson, RtHn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 

Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert J. | 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Godson,SirAugustusFrederick | 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen,Hon.George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Grant, Corrie 


| Greville, Hon. Ronald 


| Hain, Edward 


| Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 
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Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 


Griffith, Ellis J. 

Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 


Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, Rt. HnLordG(Mid’x 
Hamilton, Margof(L’nd’nderry 
Hanbury,Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. 
Hardy, Laurence(Kent,Ashfd 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 





Hayter,Rt.Hon.Sir Arthur D. 
Helder, Augustus 

Helme, Norval Watson | 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hoare, EdwBrodie( Hampstead | 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) | 
Holland, William Henry | 
Hope,J.F.(Shettield Brightside | 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry | 
Howard, J. (Kent,Faversham) | 
Howard,J.(Midd.,Tottenham) | 
Hozier,Hon.JamesHenryCecil | 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jessel ,CaptainHerbertMerton | 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) | 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) | 
Keswick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Kitson, Sir James 

Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, Joseph(Monmouth) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 


| Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
| Leng, Sir John | 


Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S | 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Col. CharlesW (Evesham 
Long,Rt. HnWalter(Bristol,S. | 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. James(Kent 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, R. J. (Portsmouth) 
Macartney,Rt. Hn. WGEllison | 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) | 
M‘Arthur, William(Cornwall) | 
M‘Iver,SirLewis( Edinburgh W 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Killop,James(Stirlingshire) 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, WJ H(Dumfriesshire | 
Mellor, Rt. Hon. John William | 
Melville, Beresford Valentine | 
Meysey-Thompson,Sir H. M. 
Middlemore,-J. Throgmorton 
Milton, Viscount 

Milward, Colonel Victor 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
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Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthams’w 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F, 
Morton,ArthurH. A.( Deptford 
Morton, Edw. J.C( Devonport) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray,RtHnAGraham(Bute) 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Palmer, Sir C. M. (Durham) 
Palmer,GeorgeW m. (Reading) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Partington, Oswald 

Pease, Herbert P. (Darlington 
Peel, Hn. Wm. Robert W. 


| Pemberton, John S. G. 


Perey, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard 
Pirie, Duncan V. 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 


| Randles, John 8S. 


Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Ratcliffe, R. F. 

Rea, Russell 
Reckitt, Harold James 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
temnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Richards, Henry Charles 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
toberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Ro2, Sir Thomas 

Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Rutherford, John 
Sackville, Col. 8S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler,Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Seely, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, E.) 
Smith, HC(N’rth’umbT ynes‘de 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Rt. Hn.CR( Northants 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Edward 

Stroyan, John 


| Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 


Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, Alfred (Glamorgan,E. 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Thomas,F. Freeman-(Hastings 
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ums’ W Thorburn, Sir Walter Webb, Colonel William George | Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.( Yorks.) 
shire) Tollemache, Henry James Welby, Sir C. G. E. (Notts.) | Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
; Tomkinson, James Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd | Woodhouse,SirJ.T.(H’ddersf’d 
airy F. Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray | White, George (Norfolk) Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
ptford Tritton, Charles Ernest White, Luke (York, E. R.) Wylie, Alexander 
port) Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
: Tuke, Sir John Batty Whitmore, Charles Algernon | Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Bute) Valentia, Viscount Williams, Osmond(Merioneth) | Young, Commander(Berks,E.) 
ander Vincent,Col.SirCEH(Sheftield | Willoughby de Eresby, Lord Younger, William 
s Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) | Willox, Sir John Archibald Yoxall, James Henry 
1am) Walker, Col. William Hall | Wilson, A.Stanley(York,E.R. ) 
uling) Walton, John L. (Leeds, S.) | Wilson, F. W. (Norfolk, Mid.) | TELLERS FoR THE AYES— 

Warner, Thomas CourtenayT. | Wilson, John (Falkirk) Sir William Walrond and 
Warr, Augustus Frederick | Wilson, John (Glasgow) Mr. Anstruther. 
; Wason,JohnCatheart(Orkney) | Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh. N. 
ngton 
W. NOES. 
Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) | Hammond, John O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
Ambrose, Robert Hayden, John Patrick | O'Dowd, John f 

hard Barry, E. (Cork, S.) Jameson, Major J. Eustace O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
Boland, John Joyce, Michael | O'Malley, William 

, Boyle, James Labouchere, Henry | O'Mara, James 
Burke, E. Haviland- Leamy, Edmund | etary rx 5 P. J. 

p Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) | Lundon, W. | Power, Patrick Joseph 

eA Carvill,PatrickGeo. Hamilton | MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. | Priestley, Arthur 

dward Condon, Thomas Joseph | MacNeill, John Gordon Swift | Redinond, John E.(Waterford) 
Crean, Eugene M‘Dermott, Patrick Redmond, William (Clare) 
Cremer, William Randal M‘Fadden, Edward toche, John 
Cullinan, J. Mooney, John J. | Sullivan, Donal 

‘arne Delany, William Murphy, J. | Tully, Jasper 

Dillon, John Nannetti, Joseph P. White, Patrick( Meath, North) 
Donelan, Captain A. | Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) | Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Doogan, P. C. | O’Brien, Kendal(TipperryMid | Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
, Dutty, William J. | O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
harson Ffrench, Peter | O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) | TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Flavin, Michael Joseph O’Connor,James(Wicklow,W. | Mr. John Burns and Mr. 
Flynn, James Christopher | O’Doherty, William | Keir Hardie. 
“ Gilhooly, James ; O'Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
1. Financial. For his Majesty’s daughters £18,000 
omsor } 
bighs.) Resolved, that there be charged on the | For Queen Alexandra in the event 
Consolidated Fund as from the demise | of her surviving his Majesty the 
of her late Majesty the following annual | King - = = - £70,000 
—— a _ And that provision be made for con- 
aes For the King’s Civil List- £470,000 | tinuing for a period of six months after 
oln) For Retired Allowances :—Such sums the close of the present reign eertain 
as may be required for the pay- | payments so charged which would 
Mod ment in each year of retired allow- | otherwise be then determined. 
-B.) ances granted by her late Majesty 
or by his present Majesty to mem- 
bers of her late Majesty’s house- 2. Amendment of Law. 

: hold not exceeding in all £25,000 Resolved, that it is expedient to amend 
rd, E.) 2 Pape : : é : cheese 
ynes’de For Civil List Pensions:—Such the law relating to the Civil List, the 
narks) sums as may be required for the | hereditary revenues, and grants for the 
Strand payment in each year of Civil | Royal Family.’—(Mr. Chancellor of the 

List pensiens already granted or | Exchequer.) 
rthants hereafter to be granted. | 
For the Duke of Cornwall and | Resolutions to be reported to-morrow. 
York - - = £20,000 | 
For the Duchess of Cornwall and | . ee 
fedley York- - -  — £10,000 | DEMISE OF THE CROWN BILL. 
eo For the Duchess of Cornwall and | Order for Committee read. 
“ York in the event of her surviving | ad 
rgan,E. the Duke of Cornwall and York | *Mr. SPEAKER : There are three 
rthyr) £30,000 | Instructions on going into Committee 
astings 
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demise of the Crown from having any 
operation on the tenure of office of ser- 
vants of the Crown. The first Instruc- | 


on this Bill, which is a Bill to prevent the | Bill considered in Committee :—- 
| 


(In the Committee.) 


tion, standing in the name of the hon.| [Mr. J. W. Lowrer (Cumberland, 
Member for Mid Lanark, proposes that Penrith) in the Chair. ] 


the Committee shall have power to pro- | 

vide that acceptance of office under the} Clause 1 :— 

Crown shall in no case vacate the seat of 

i Member of the House of Commons.| *THE CHAIRMAN: The Amendment 
That has no reference to the tenure of | Standing in the name of the hon. Member 
office under the Crown, and is outside |for Dundee is out of order, because it 
the purpose of the Bill. The next In-| conflicts directly with the clause. The 
struction is in the name of the hon.| proper course for him to take is to 
Member for South Donegal, and he | reject the clause, and then bring it up 
proposes— /in the shape in which he wishes it to 
| be inserted in the Bill. 

“that it be an instruction to the Com- | 


mittee that they have power to introduce a | ‘ 7 : ‘ 
clause providing that the provisions of the Bill | Mr. CALDWELL said he presumed, 


do not apply to the holding of any office under | having been called upon, that his Amend- 
the Crown when the holder of such office is| ment was quite in order. They were 
” « 


chairman or director of a public company.’ | sear dealing with the case of those 
That is clearly not matter for an Instruc- | who ie BT —* wd ee of ve 
tion, because it merely limits the operation | ragga of the “ig "C “3 ae 
of the Bill. Whether it may be moved | to submit to the ommittee that 


° ‘ : \q A ras , ass rhe oht 
as an Amendment in Committee or not if 2 Be a id — nag = 
is a matter for the chairman when it |*® 8° to their constituents a — 


comes before him. The other Instruction | 0 accepting office under the Crown, it 
| was the members of the Government. 


stands in the name of the hon. Member | : : 
there was any occasion when it was 


for Thanet, and he proposes that the | 
/more necessary than any other to get 


Committee have— | . l t 
the verdict of a constituency it was when 
“power to make provision that a demise iof 2 Minister accepted office at the demise 
the Crown, if su h occur between the dissolu- | of the Crown. This was the only way 
j “nirati Ve } © ¢ | ° . . 4 "i 
tion or expiration of a Parliament, and the day | in which constituencies would be afforded 
appointed by writ of summons for assembling ‘ : ; 
an opportunity of expressing their 


| 

a new Parliament, shall not render void or in | Me bee ‘ 

any way affect elections, returns, or other | opinion and questioning their representa- 
proceedings under writ of summons or other | tives in regard to the Civil List. If the 
statu srovisions.” : 
anny pererren | clause was not amended, the constituen- 
'cies would have no opportunity of ex- 


That is a proposal to determine the diffi- : agate 
| pressing their views. 


culty which might arise in the case of 
the demise of the Crown occurring 
between the summoning and the assem b- Amendment proposed— 
ling of a new Parliament; but that is a ae . » cama 
. . . “ © . ata 
matter, again, which has no relation to In page 1, line 5, after the word ‘office | 
: . to insert the words, ‘not being an office of 
the eff ect of a demise upon the tenure profit.’ —(Mr. Caldwell.) 
of office, which is the subject of the 
ill. T structions ¢ i . 
poll bow ra om ora ae not in|, Question proposed — “That — those 
> @ pretore leave > ° ° 
“ ee es words be there inserted.” 





THe ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
Ropert Fintay, Inverness Burghs) : 
I hope the hon. Member will not think 
it necessary to press this Amendment. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 8.) : 
Then do I understand that my Instruc- 
tion cannot be moved at all ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: It may be moved,| Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: He will 
but it may be ruled out of order. press it. 


Mr. Speaker. 
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Sir ROBERT FINLAY: The Amend-| Mr. DILLON supported the Amend- 


ment extends far beyond the scope of the ment, and said he hoped it would receive 
remarks made by the hon. Member, a strong measure of support from the 
because he proposes to omit from the House, as this vicious practice had been 
operation of this Bill all paid officers of gaining ground within the last ten or 
the Crown. That means an immense fifteen years. The practice he alluded to 
majority of officersthroughoutthe Empire was that of exempting Members of Par- 
and abroad in protectorates belonging liament upon accepting emoluments 
to His Majesty. This Amendment would under the Crown from the necessity of 
deprive the colonies and protectorates going to their constituents. The old 
of the convenience of the provision which practice was that every Member accepting 
we propose to make for all offices under office under the Crown should face his 
the Crown, whether with or without constituents, and he thought that was a 
profit. The case which the hon. Member very wise course. Some thirty years ago, 
wishes to provide against is not affected according to the law, on the demise of the 
by the Amendment, because as the law Crown Parliament itself was dissolved, 
stands Ministers retain office for six and every Member had to face his con- 
months after the demise of the Crown, stituents. From some points of view he 
and if they had any sinister motive of the thought that was a very good principle. 
kind hinted at they would take care to Under the present system there was the 
get the Civil List through before six possibility of a very great evil in the too 
months had expired. The Civil List long duration of Parliament. He 
is entirely under the control of Parlia- thought Parliaments should be quin- 
ment, and I listened with a little surprise quennial, and they should not be allowed 
to the argument of the hon. Gentleman to go on for six or seven years. In the 
because | remember that the terms of his ease of the recent demise of the Crown 
Instruction, which has just been ruled jt took place just after a new Parliament 
out of order, were— was elected. Supposing the election had 
oT apeer ‘ € off 4 been postponed, and the demise of the 
eb eatide Sst aie ' : : 
the “pe shall ra on euas <uuain Ub soak of Crown had taken place when Parlia- 
a Member of the House of Commons.” ment had been in existence five or 
six years. Would it not have been 
Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- held, under such circumstances, to have 
dee): I think the Attorney General has been a good and wholesome thing that, 
misunderstood the nature and purpose in spite of the desires of the Ministry, 
of the Instruction he has just quoted. Parliament had been dissolved ? In the 
The intention of my hon. friend in moving year 1857 the law was altered and Parlia- 
this Instruction was to extend the pro- ment was allowed to sit on after the 
vision to all cases of acceptance of office, demise of the Crown, and so hon. Mem- 
and surely that is a logical position to bers were saved the expense and annoy- 
take up. I made this suggestion on the ance of facing their constituents. It was 
Second Reading of the Bill, and I believe a natural thing that Ministers should 
the right hon. Gentleman the Leader of avail themselves of every opportunity to 
the House cheered it. I will not now go render the facing of their constituents 
into the question of the Civil List. No unnecessary, but he thought it was a 
doubt the Ministers for the time being | very good principle that all Ministers of 
would, under the existing law, remain in the Crown should, when they accepted 
office long enough to carry the Civil List, office, be compelled to face their consti- 
but if this Bill passes with such an Amend- , tuents. He, therefore, could not see any 
ment as is now proposed the members | force in the argument that Ministers 
of the Government responsible for that | should be relieved of this duty. The 
Civil List would have to face their con- Attorney General had pointed out that 
stituents and get their verdict upon it. | if the Amendment were accepted it would 
I do not think the Attorney General's | apply, not only to Ministers in this House, 
answer to my hon. friend’s speech is at but to the innumerable officials outside 
all complete, and unless something better the House in all parts of the Empire. 
is forthcoming I shall be disposed to vote But so far as these officials were con- 
for my hon. friend’s Amendment. cerned, it was merely a case of re-appoint- 
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ment, a matter involving no trouble or | 
difficulty whatever. This Bill would | 
never have been heard of if these officials | 
alone had been concerned. The Bill was 
introduced for the special convenience 
of His Majesty’s present Ministers, and he 
hoped the Amendment would be pressed | 
to a division. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
Thanet) said he hoped the Government 
would take care to repeal the absurd law 
which required Ministers of the Crown 
on taking office to go back to their con- 
stituents for re-election. Serious incon- 
venience was caused by their being 
debarred from starting their duties for | 
weeks after their appointment, and the 
result was that the public service suffered. 
He trusted that the Government would 
afford the House a legitimate oppor- | 
tunity of considering that matter. | 
Referring to the position of magistrates, 
he said that they held an office which was 
not one of profit, and the question had 
arisen as to whether they ought to be 
resworn on account of the demise of the 
Crown. A magistrate could hold his 
office and discharge his duties without | 
offending against any legal provision, 
but an announcement had been made by 
the Home Secretary that it was better 
that he should be resworn. Why 
was it better that he should go through 
an absolutely superfluous ceremony ! 
He hoped the justices of the peace 
throughout the country would decline | 
to submit to such a farce. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said he did 
not quite understand the Attorney 
General’s argument. He had told the 
House that, if this Amendment came 
into effect. the result would be that a | 
person who held an office of profit 
under the Crown would have to be re- 
elected on the demise of the Crown. Was 
that so ? 


Str ROBERT FINLAY said this | 
Amendment would make it necessary | 
that all persons who held offices under | 
the Crown should be reappointed. | 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said the | 
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have to be reappointed. He thought 
that was quite clear. Well, but how 
about His Majesty’s Ministers? He was 
a little desirous of obtaining information 


/as to the reason for changing the law. 
| Was the present law not good enough ? 


He wanted an answer to that. Was it 


| because it was considered to be an in- 


convenience that persons holding offices 


| of profit should be liable to be reappointed 


six months after the demise of the 


|Crown? It lay upon the Attorney 
|General to make out a case for doing 


what he proposed to do. The hon. 
Member quoted the Act setting forth 
the present law, and said he could not 
understand why they required to alter the 
law. Had anything occurred? He did 
not know. In the meantime he must 
say that on its merits this was a good 
Amendment, but he was open to con- 
version and conviction by the Attorney 
General, for, after all, though he could 


/not understand it, a change of the law 
‘might be required. 


Was the Bill in- 
tended for the protection of future place- 
men and pensioners, or for present and 
past place-men and pensioners? He 
observed that the Bill was retrospective 
so far as it could be. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: I think the hon. 
Member is discussing the whole Bill. He 


/ must confine himself to the Amendment. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Yes, Sir, 
I observe the second clause is a separate 
clause from this. I really want to know 
what the purpose and effect of this Bill is. 


*Toe CHAIRMAN : The hon. Member 


is really now renewing the debate that 
took place on the Second Reading, and 


I must invite him to confine himself 
strictly to the Amendment before the 


| House. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said he had 


/no doubt been a little bit irregular in 


consequence of not having been present 
all the time. He wished to know why 
this Amendment should not be grafted 
on the change of the law now proposed. 


Mr. LAWSON WALTON (Leeds, S$.) 


general view was that, under the present | said he could not quite accept the Amend- 


law, a person holding an office of profit 


| 


ment, which he considered was too wide 


at the expiration of six months would | in its scope. The Bill proposed a change 


Mr. Edmund Robertson. 
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the wisdom of which the Committee 
would recognise. Most Members would 
probably allow that it was undesirable 
that the demise of the Crown should 
vacate every obscure magistracy, or that 
every justice of the peace should, six 
months after the death of the Sovereign, 
be compelled to go through the form of 
taking a new oath of allegiance to the 
new Sovereign ; but there were certain 
offices under the Crown which stood in 
a very exceptional position. There were 
offices which on being originally accepted 
had the condition attached that the 
person must submit to the judgment of 
the constituency as to the desirability 
or wisdom of his having taken office. 
As the law now stood the present Mini- 
sters would, if this Bill did not pass, find 
themselves ipso facto deprived of their 
office, and, therefore, before the end of 
June they would have to seek reappoint- 
ment by the Sovereign and then re- 
election by their constituents. This 
statute would do away with that necessity. 
He suggested that the hon. Member for 
Mid. Lanarkshire should narrow the 
scope of his Amendment by adopting 
these words, ‘‘ except offices held by Mem- 
bers of the House of Commons.”’ If the 
hon. Member would accept that sugges- 
tion he should be inclined to vote in 
favour of the Amendment. 


Mr. CALDWELL accepted the sug- 
gestion of his hon. and learned friend. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 1, line 5, after the word ‘Crown,’ 
to insert the words ‘ except offices held by 
Members of the House of Commons.’ ”—(Mr. 
Caldwell.) 


Question proposed, ‘* That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Sirk ROBERT FINLAY said that 


these matters must be dealt with on 
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/man who had actually given notice of 
'an Instruction. The hon. Member did 
/not like to be reminded of that. He 
| seemed to regard it as a sort of youthful 
indiscretion. When the hon. Member 
| put down that Instruction his view must 
'have been decidedly opposed to that 
-contained in the new Amendment. 
| He (Sir Robert Finlay) hoped the Com- 
| mittee would take the view that the 
| Amendment was capricious. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL 
the hope that the House would not 
reject the Amendment. The clause as it 
| stood was insidious. It was to shield 
the Members of the Treasury Bench 
from facing their constituents. On the 
| 23rd January, Ministers all re-appointed 
| themselves, and he would have some- 
thing more to say about that by and by. 
The Attorney General had talked about 
constitutional principles, but he was 
the prime violator of the Constitution. 
|The Bill was wholly unnecessary, except 
|to provide immunity to Ministers in 
|their own interest, and yet Ministers 
idared to talk of ! 


expressed 


constitutionalism ! 
|He would uphold through thick and 
| thin that the Attorney General did not 
| know the law. 


| 


| 

| Mr. MOORE (Antrim, N.) said he had 
| listened with much interest to the speech 
| of the hon. and learned Member for South 
| Leeds, who had appealed on a purely 
| Leeds, who had ap} 1 a purel: 
legal point to the 162 legal Members in 
the House. That hon. and learned 
| Member insisted on enforcing the old 
| principle that when a Member of Parlia- 
| ment took a new office he was obliged to 
| face his constituents in a new election. He 
would like to point out that that question 
had been raised on the creation of the 
| office of Vice-President of the Agricul- 
tural and Technical Education Depart- 
ment in Ireland. It went to the Com- 
mittee upstairs, where the Attorney 
General expressed to the Committee 





some principle, and the principle of the | the view that the holders of offices 


Bill was that the demise of the Crown 
should not vacate offices. There was 
no reason now for Ministers having 
to surrender office. It was very ex- 
traordinary that the new Amendment 
was suggested by an hon. Gentle- 


created during this century should not 
be exposed to what he might call the risks 
of re-election. He submitted that the 
whole tendency of modern legislation 
from 1867 downwards was that it was 
not necessary to expose a2 man who 
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accepted office to face his constituents on 
that account. 


Mr. CALDWELL maintained that if 
the law was going to be altered it 
should apply to every appointment under 
the Crown. The Bill ought to have 


been more comprehensive, and he ob- | 


jected to the special application which 


the Bill would have in the case of Ministers | 
who held office at the demise of the | 
There was no comparison be- | 
tween the dignity of Ministers of the. 
Crown and other servants of the Crown. | 
The reason was that Ministers stood in | 
a very different position from other | 


Crown. 


servants of the Crown, especially in 
relation to the Civil List 
matters. 
of the law it ought not to be limited to 
Ministers of the Crown. 


Mr. 
was of a very singular character. 
hon. Gentleman had alluded to a 


Member of the House who had _ been | 


appointed to a new office in spite of the 


protest of not only the Irish party, but | 
of the whole of the Liberal party in the | 


House. They were, however, over-borne, 
and Mr. Plunkett was placed at the head 
of the Department of Agriculture and 
Technical Instruction in Ireland. But 
what was the result ? 


whole of Ireland, and therefore his case 


was a singularly unfortunate illustration | 
to be brought forward by the hon. | 
In fact, it confirmed his | 
proposition that when a man became the | 
paid servant of the Government he ought | 


Gentleman. 


to seek re-election, because it was a con- 


stitutional right of a constituency to | 


choose whether they would be repre- 
sented by an independent, unpaid Mem- 
ber or not. The Attorney 
talked of the ancient rule being intended 
to apply to Ministers when they were 
personal servants of the Crown; but 
everyone knew that when a Minister 
became a salaried servant of the Crown 
his whole character was altered, and it 


was the right of his constituents to say | 


whether they preferred to be represented 
by such a member of the Ministry or 
not. 
of the evil of this new and vicious prin- 
ciple, which was gradually being intro- 


Mr. Moore. 


{COMMONS} 


and other | 
If there was to be an alteration | 


DILLON said that the debate | 
The | 


That gentleman | 
had not been able to get a seat in the | 


General | 


There could not be a greater proof | 
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_ duced into the practice of the House of 
' Commons for the convenience of hon. 
| Gentlemen who meant to take office, 


‘than the case of the right hon. 
|Gentleman who lately represented 


| South Dublin. A man who held office 
/under the Crown owed to the Crown 
undivided allegiance; but a man who 
| was a Member of the House and also a 
servant of the Crown had a double 
allegiance as a representative of the 
Crown and as a representative of his 
constituency, and his constituency ought 
to be allowed to say at the earliest moment 
whether they preferred him in that 
capacity. If it were desirable to alter the 
law as proposed by this Bill, it should not 
be done for a particular and _ specific 
occasion, for the purpose of relieving His 
Majesty’s Ministers from the necessity 


‘of facing their constituents. This 
question ought to te debated and 


dealt with on its merits, and not on the 
convenience of His Majesty’s Ministers. 
The hon. Gentleman the Attorney 
General declared that it was mani- 
festly absurd to keep up the old system ; 
in other words, the constitutional 
practice of 200 years was to be broken 
to get Ministers out of a difficulty. 
That he held was absurd. Those who 
had been in the House for some time 
knew that there was considerable public 
inconvenience when important Ministers 
had to be absent from the House for 
some weeks between their appointment 
and re-election, but that public incon- 
venience would not have been borne for 
200 or 300 years unless an important 
constitutional principle had been in- 
volved. 


*Mr. HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.) said 
‘that if this Bill meant anything, it meant 
a Bill of indemnity to the hon. and right 
hon. Gentlemen who sat on the Treasury 
| Bench who had been re-appointed by the 
| King and had not sought re-election. It 
was perfectly clear that all offices held 
| under the Crown, determined, by common 
law, at the demise of the Crown ; and the 
| Statute of Queen Anne, to which refer- 
ence had been made, only permitted 
officers under the Crown to continue in 
office until six months after the demise o! 
_the Sovereign. The Act of 1867 only pro- 
| vided that when a Minister was changed 
‘from one office to another he did not 
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necessarily vacate hisseat. That did not 
meet the case of a Minister being re- 
appointed to the same office as he had 


held under the deceased Queen. The hon. | 
Member for North Antrim referred to | 
the case of Mr. Plunkett ; but there was a | 
clause in the Act creating the office of | 


Vice-President of the Agricultural - and 
the Technical Educational Depart- 


ment, stating that the appointment of | 


that right hon. Gentleman should not 
affect his seat. He thought it would 
be a very great mistake, by a_ side 
wind, so to speak, to alter the constitu- 
tional law of the country in this matter, 
a law which had existed for centuries. 
Otherwise, when Members got into Par- 
liament, and were tempted with the offer 
of office, they might accept that office, 


although they had secured their seat on | 


the faith that they were perfectly inde- 
pendent. or held political opinions quite 
different from those of the Ministry in 
power. 

Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.) said he 
thought that the Amendment was a 
very important one. The real question 
was whether Ministers on appointment 
should go before their constituencies for 
re-election. Many in Ireland were 
anxious that Ministers should be sent | 
to their constituencies. They knew that 
after the vote of the Attorney General 
for Ireland in regard to the land pur- | 
chase question—— 

*THe CHAIRMAN: The hon. Gentle- | 
man is taking rather too great a latitude | 
in discussing the resolution before the | 
Comunittee. 

Mr. TULLY said that the Attorney | 
General for Ireland ought to have gone | 


{9 May 1901} 


accepted office. 
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| before his constituents and obtained 
| their verdict on his appointment. The 
|/Amendment introduced the vicious 
principle of co-option in the House, 
enabling the Tory party to co-opt their 
Members to office. He knew that hon. 
and right hon. Gentlemen on the other 
_ side would go into the lobby and vote for 
this Bill for their own convenience. He 
would support the hon. Member for Mid 
Lanark in his Amendment, and he hoped 
that the hon. Gentleman would go to a 
division. A most important constitu- 
tional question had been raised by the 
hon. Member. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: I must remind 
the hon. Member of the Standing Order 
against repetition. 


Mr. TULLY said he would strive to 
submit to the ruling of the Chairman : 
but the hon. Member for North Antrim 
had been very persistent in interrupting 
him that night. Mr. Plunkett, when ap 
appointed to his present position in the 
Department of Agriculture, had a special 
clause in the Act of Parliament creating 
the office stating that he should not go 
before his constituents, although he had 
But what was the 
result? When Mr. Plunkett went to his 
constituents in the ordinary course at 
the last General Election he was rejected. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR rose in his place. 


| and claimed to move, “ That the Question 


be now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question be 


| now put.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 216 : 
Noes, 121. (Division List No. 178.) 


AYES. 
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Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 

Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour,Rt. Hn. A. J. (Manch’r 
Balfour, RtHnGerald W(Leeds 
Balfour, Maj KR(Christchurch 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 





Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin 
Beach, RtHn.SirM. H. (Bristol) 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bentinck, Lord Henry ©. 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbysh. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,J Austen (Wore’r 





Channing, Francis Allston 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Collings, Kt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohnCharles Read \: 
Colston,Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Col. 

Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dimsdale,Sir Joseph Cocktield 
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Dorington, Sir John Edward 


{COMMONS} 


| Law, Andrew Bonar 


Doxford,Sir William Theodore | 
| Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 


Duke, Henry Edward 


Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin | 
Dyke, Kt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart | 


Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 


Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas | 


Faber, George Denison 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Eiward A. 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, Hn.J E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, Maj. E.-(T’w’rH’mlets 
Gore, Hon. F. 8. Ormsby- 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
soulding, Edward Alfred 
4ireen, Walford D.(Wednesbry 


Greene, SirEW (Bry SEdm nds | 


Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
(retton, John 

{iroves, James Grimble 
4zuthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 

Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, RtHnLrdG. (Midd’x 
Hanbury, Kt. Hn. Robert W. 
Hardy,Laurence(Kent,Asht’d 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, James(Staffords,N. W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset, E. 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Howard,John( Kent,F’ versh’m 
Hozier, Hon, Jas. Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kennaway,Rt. Hon. SirJohnH 
Keswick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 


Abraham, William(Cork,N. E. | 


Allen,CharlesP(Glouc. Stroud 
Ambrose, Robert 

Barry, E. (Cork, 5.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Biack, Alexander William 
Joland. John 

Boyle, James 

Brigg, John 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burke, E. Haviland- 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 

raig, Robert Hunter 


| Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 


Lawrence,Joseph(Monmouth) 


| 
| 
Lawson, John Grant 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 





Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S 


| Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 


| Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | 


Long, Rt. Hn Walter(Bristol,S. | 
Lowe, Francis William 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis( Lowestoft) | 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Purtsmouth | 
Macdona, John Cumming | 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) | 
M‘Calmont,Col.J.(Antrim,E.) | 
M‘Killop,James(Stirlingshire) | 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. | 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) | 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) | 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. | 
Morton, ArthurH. A. (Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. | 
Murray, RtHnAGraham(Bute | 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) | 
Newdigate, l'rancisAlexander | 
Nicholson, William Graham 


| Nicol, Donald Ninian 


O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens | 
Parker, Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Peel,Hn. W. Robert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John 8S. G. 

Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George | 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward | 
Purvis, Robert 
Randles, John S. 


NOES. 
Crean, Eugene 
Cremer, William Randal 


| Cullinan, J. 


Delany, William 
Dewar, JohnA. (Inverness-sh. | 
Dillon, John 


| Doogan, P. C. : 


| Edwards, Frank 
| Ffrench, Peter 


Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Dutty, William J. 
Duncan, J. Hastings 


Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster,Sir Walter (Derby Co.) | 
Fuller, J. M. F. 
Gilhooly, James 


the Crown Bill. 


Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Ratcliffe, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Ridley, S. F. (Bethnal Green) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Charles T. 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel W, 
Rutherford, John 
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| Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
| Sadler, Col. Samuel Alex. 


Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Rcmford) 
Smith, A bel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith,H.C.(N’rth’mbTyneside 


| Smith, James Parker (Lanarks 


Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart,Sir M. J. McTaggart 
Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn. J.G.(Oxf'd Uni. 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir E:igar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Wason,JohnCath cart (Orkney 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 


| Willox, Sir John Archibald 


Wilson, A. S. (York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.( Yorks. 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R. (Bath 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Young, Commander (Berks, E.) 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Hammond, John 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir A. D. 
Heime, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. 
Hobhouse, C. E. H.(Bristol,E.) 
Holland, William Henry 


| Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
| Jameson, Major J. Eustace 


Jones, David Brynmor(Sw’ns’a 


| Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 


Joyce, Michael 
Labouchere, Henry 
Lambert, George 
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Layland-Barratt, Francis | 
Leamy, Edmund 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Lowther, Rt. Hn. James (Kent) | 
Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift | 
M‘Arthur William (Cornwall) 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 

M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. L. (Carmarthen) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) | 
Morton, Edw.J.C.(Devonport) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, J. 

Nannetti, J oseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph cui, South) | 
Normav, Henry 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipper’ry Mid 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary,N.) | 
O'Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 


Question put accordingly, 
words be there inserted.” 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 
Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

doyle, James 
Brigg, John 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 

3urke, E. Haviland- 
Cc ampbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Colville, John 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Crean, Eugene 
Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J 
Delany, William 
Dillon, John 
Donelan, — A. 
Doogan, P. C 
Duty, W liam J. 
Dunean, J. Hastings 
Edwards, ‘Frok 
french, Peter 
Flavin, Michael Joseph , 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (DerbyCo. ) 
Fuller, J. ne F. 
Gilhooly, J ames 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Griffith, Ellis J. 
Hammond, John 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 





Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte | 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allen, Chas. P. (Glouc.,Stroud | 
Anson, Sir Wm. Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn | 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 


| O'Malley, William 


| Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 


| MacDonnell, Dr. 
| MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift 


| Moulton, John Fletcher 


{9 May 1901} 


O’Doherty, William 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, §.) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’Dowd, John 

| O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 


O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Partington, Oswald 


Pirie, Duncan V. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 


| Price, Robert John 


Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 
edmond, JohnE. (Waterford 
edmond, William (Clare) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
toberts, John H. (Denbighs. } 
Roche, John 

toe, Sir Thomas 

Shaw, Chas. Edw. (Stafford) 


“ That those | 
Noes, 225. 
AYES. 

Hayter,Kt. Hon.Sir Arthur D. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon.Charles H. 
Hobhouse,C. E. H.(Bristol,E.) 
Holland, William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Jameson, Maj. J. Eustace 


| Jones, David Brynmor(Swans'a 
| Jones, William (Carnarvonsh.) | 
| Joyce, Michael 


Lambert, George 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Lundon, W. 


Mark A. 


M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Mooney, John J. 

Morley, Charles (Breconshire) | 
Morton, Edw.J.C.(Devonport) 


Murphy, J. 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, Sou th | | 
Norman, Herry 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipper’y, Mid | 
. Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 

(Brien, P. J. (Tip yperary, N.) | 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W. 
Oo’ Doherty, William 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’Dowd, John 

NOES. 

| Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 


| O'Shaughnessy, 
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Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 


| Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 


Trev elyan, Charles Philips 

Tully, Jasper 

Ure, Alexander 

Walton,JohnLawson(Leeds,S. 

Warner,Thomas CourtenayT. 

White, George (Norfolk) 

White, Luke (York, E. R.) 

| W hite, Patrick (Meath, N.) 

| W hitiey, J. H. (Halifax) 

| Williams ,Osmond( Merioneth) 
Wilson, Fred W.( Norfolk, Mid. 

| Wilson, John (Durham, Mid. 

| Woodhouse,SirJ T( Huddersf'd 


| TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 108 ; 
(Division List No. 179.) 


O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
Oo’ Malley, William 
O’Mara, James 

P. J. 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 


| Priestley, Arthur 


Rea, Russell 

tedmond, John E.( Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Roterts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighsh. ) 
toche, John 
Roe, Sir Thomas 
Shaw, Charies Edw. (Stafford) 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 


| Strachey, Edward 


Sullivan, Donal 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas David Alfred(Merthyr 
Tully, Jasper 
Ure, Alexander 
WwW alton, JohnLawson (Leeds,S 
Warner, Thomas CourtenayT. 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke | (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams,Osmond(Merioneth) 
Wilson,Fred. W(Norfolk,Mid. 
| Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Woodhouse,SirJ T(Huddersf'd 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Caldwell and = Mr. 
Lloyd Morgan. 


Baldwin, Alfred 


| Balfour,Rt. Hn. A.J. (Manch’r) 


Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds. 
Balfour, Maj K. R.(Christch’ch. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. 
Bathurst,Hon. AllenBenjamin 
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Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H.( Bristol 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bentinck, LordHenry C. 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Brassey, Albert 

srodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Butcher, John George 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
—— R. F. (N. Lanes.) 


Adjournment of 


{COMMONS} 


ere Rt. Hon. RobertWm. 
Hardy, Laurence(Kent,Ashf'd 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 

Haslam, Sir Alfred 8S. 


| Hay, Hon. Claude George 


Heath, James (Staffords. SN. W. 


| Heaton, John Henniker 


| Helder, 


Augustus 


| Helme, Norval Watson 


Henderson, Alexander 


| Hermon-Hodge,Robert Trotter 


H. | 


Cavendish, VC. W.(Derbyshire | 


Cecil. Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
( —— iin,J. Austen( Wore’ 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churehill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Charles R. 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Colonel 
Dewar.John A.(Inverness-sh. ) 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dimsdale,Sir Joseph Cocktield 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Charies M. (Lanark) 
Doxtord. Sir WilliamTheodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning- Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. H. 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, George Denison 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. SirJ.(Mane. 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir R obert Bannatyne 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward: Algernon 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 
Gsodson,Sir Augustusk ‘rederick 
Gordon’ Hn.J-£.(Elging Nairn 
Gordon,MajEvans-(‘T’rH’ml'ts 
Gore, Hon. IF. 8. Ormsby- 
Gorst. Rt. Hon.Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Green, Walford D( Wednesbury 
Greene, SirEW (B rySEdm’nds 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hambro, ¢ ‘harles Eric 
Hamilton, RtHn. Ld.G(Midd’x | 


ALE. | 


Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset ,E. 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Howard, John (Kent, Faversh. 
Hozier, Hn. Jas. Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jetireys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kennaway, Rt. Hn.SirJohn H. 
Keswick, William 

King,Sir Henry Seymour 
Law, Andrew Bonar 
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Perey, Earl 
Pierpoint Robert 
Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard 


| Platt- -Higgins, ——e 


| Lawrence, Joseph (Monmouth | 
| Lawrence, Wim. F. (Liverpool) 


Athole | 


Lawson, John Grant 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh- Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Bristol, 8. 
Lowe, Franeis William 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. James( Kent 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 


Lueas, Reginald J. (Portsm’th 


Macdona, John Cc umming 
Maconochie, A. 

M‘Arthur, Che utles (Liverpool) 
M“( ‘almont,( ‘ol. J.(Antrim, E. 


| M‘Killop, Jas. (Stirlingshire) 


Majendie, James A. H. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, W. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine | 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moore, William (Antrim N.) 
Morgan, DavidJ(Walthamst’w | 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. | 
Morton, ArthurH A. (Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, RtHnAGraham (Bute | 
Murray, Charies J. (Coventry) | 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander | 
Nicholson, William Graham | 
Nicol, Donald Ninian | 
O'Neill, Hon. Rbt. Torrens | 
Parker, Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer | 
Partington, Oswald 
Peel, Hn. WmKobert Wellesley | 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 


J.H.(Dumfriessh. 


Plummer, Walter I 
Powell, Sir Francis | Sharp 
P retyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Randles, John 8. 
Rankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Maj. Frederic Carne 
Ratcliffe, Kk. F. 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
tenwick, George 
tickett, J. Compton 
Ridley,S. Forde( BethnalGreen 
Rigg, Richard 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Charles T 
Robertson, Herbert poe ) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
tothsenild, Hn. Lionel Walter 
Rutherford, John 
Sackville, Col. S$. G. Stopford- 
Sadler,¢ ‘ol, Samuel Alexander 
Seely, Charles Hilton( Lincoln) 
Seton- Karr, Henry 


| Sharpe, Wm. Edw. T. 


Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, E.) 


| Smith, H.¢ ‘(NorthmbTyneside 


Smith, Jay. Parker (Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley,Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart,StrMarkJ. M‘Tageart 
Stroyan, John 
Strutt, Hon. Chas. Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHn.J.G.(Oxf’'dUniv. 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Vv alentia, Viscount 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Wason,JohnCatheart (Orkney 
Welby,SirCharlesG. E( Notts. } 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
W ilson, A. Stanley( York,E.h.) 
Wilson, Jolin (G ‘lasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wim. H. (York.) 
Wodehouse, Kt. Hn. E.R.(Bath 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Young,Commander(Ber ks, E .) 
Younger, William 
TELLERS FOR THE = pe 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Hayes Fisher. 


It being after Midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report to the 


House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again to-morrow. 





Adjourned at half-past Twelve of the clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Friday, 10th May, 1901. 


TOOK THE OATH. 


Returns, 


The Earl of BUCKINGHAMSHIRE took 


the Oath. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The LorD CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 


_ had laid upon the Table the Certificate 


from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the fol- 
lowing Bill have been complied with— 


Cardiff Corporation. 


The same was ordered to lie upon 


: the Table. 


RODGERS’ PATENT BILL [1.1.]. 
Committed. 


LONDON, BRIGHTON, AND SOUTH 
COAST RAILWAY BILL [1.1.]. 


The King’s consent signified ; and Bill 
reported from the Select Committee with 
Amendments. 


SOUTH ESSEX WATER BILL [4.1.] 
Reported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments. 


TRAMWAYS AND TRAM- 
ROADS BILL [i11.]. 


Reported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments. 


TYNESIDE 


BARTHOLOMEW’S HOSPITAL BILL 


(H.L]. 
Reported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments. 


ST. 


LYNTON AND BARNSTAPLE RAILWAY 
BILL [.1.]. 


Reported with Amendments. 


AND DISTRICT TRAM- 
WAYS BILL. 


read 2%, and committed. 


GATESHEAD 


PRESTATYN WATER BILL [u..]. 
Read 3%, and passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 


VOL. XCIIL  [FourtH SERIgs.] 
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DEVONPORT CORPORATION (GAS) 
BILL. 


Reports, &e 


| cena AND RENFREW DISTRICT 
RAILWAY TRANSFER BILL. 
Brought from the Commons ; read 1¢ ; 
and referred to the Examiners. 


HARROGATE WATER BILL [u.1.]. 


LEEDS CORPORATION WATER BILL 
[.u.]. 


RIPON CORPORATION BILL [x.1.]. 


| HARROGATE CORPORATION BILL [.1.]. 

Report from the Committee of Selec- 
tion, That the Lord Somerton (E£. 
Normanton) be proposed to the House 
as a Member of the Select Committee 
on the said Bills in the place of the Earl 
of Buckinghamshire ; read, and agreed 
to. 


HEYWOOD AND MIDDLETON 
BOARD BILL [1]. 


ELLAND GAS BILL [n.1.]. 


WOLVERHAMPTON AND CANNOCK 
CHASE RAILWAY BILL. 


GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY BILL. 
MIDLAND RAILWAY BILL. 

Report from the Committee of Selec- 
tion, That the Earl of Buckinghamshire 
be proposed to the House as a member 
of the Select Committee on the said Bills 
in the place of the Lord Somerton (L. 
Normanton) ; read, and agreed to. 


WATER 


PRESENCE OF THE SOVEREIGN IN 
PARLIAMENT. 
| Ordered, That the evidence taken 
| before the Select Committee be delivered 
to such persons as the Committee think 
fit. 

RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 

| TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

No. 2594. Netherlands (Curacoa and 
‘its Dependencies). 
| 

NATIONAL EDUCATION (IRELAND). 


Revised Rules and Regulations of the 
,Commissioners of National Education 
in Ireland for the year 1900-1901. 


2Z 
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ARMY. 


Return showing the number of recruits | 
who joined the Cavalry (including House- | 


hold Cavalry), Royal Artillery, Infantry 
(including Foot 
respectively in the first three months 
of each year, from 1897 to 190], inclusive. 

Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


INDIA (ESTIMATE). 
1. Estimate of revenue and expendi- 
ture of the Government of India 


for the year 1900-1901 compared | 


with the results of 1899-1900 ; 
2. Home accounts of the Govern- 
ment of India ; 
accounts of 
for the 


3. Finance and revenue 
the Government of India 
year 1899-1900. 

DESIGNS, AND TRADE 

MARKS. 


Eighteenth Report of the Comptroller. 


PATENTS, 


Generai, with appendices, for the year 


1900. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordsred to lie on the Table. 


PETITIONS. 
INTOXICATING LIQUORS. 
Petitions against the sale of, on Sun- 
days; of meetings at Lowestoft ; Burn- 
ham-on-Crouch ; Coggeshall ; Parkstone ; 
Harwich; Folkestone; and Sutton; 
read, and ordered to lie on the Table. 


CREMATION BILL [a.1.]. 
Petition in favour of, of the Battersea 


Borough Council ; read, and ordered to 


lie on the Table. 


NEW BILLS. 


BISHOPRIC OF SOUTHWARK BILL [a.1.]. | 


A Bill to provide for the constitution 
of a Bishopric of Southwark, and for 
matters incidental thereto; was pre- 
sented by the Lord Archbishop of Canter- 
bury ; read 1*; and to be printed. [No. 
71.] 
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LONDON BOROUGH COUNCILS 
(WOMEN’S DISABILITIES REMOVAL) 
BILL [x.1.]. 

A Bill to amend the London Govern- 
ment Act, 1899, in respect of the eligi- 
bility of women as councillors and 
|aldermen. Was presented by the Vis- 
count Gordon (£. Aberdeen); read 1¢; 

and to be printed. [No. 72.] 


Regulation Bill. 





COUNTY COURTS (IRELAND) BILL [u.1.]. 


Order for the House to be put into 
Committee (on re-commitment) read. 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR or IRE- 
LAND (Lord AsHBoURNE): My Lords, 
in moving that the House do resolve 
itself into Committee on this Bill, I desire 
to say that I have availed myself of the 
/opportunity which the re-commitment 
of the Bill has afforded of adopting 
several Amendments, the most noticeable 
'of them being the two which stood in 
the name of my noble and learned friend 
Lord Morris. Those Amendments were 
to strike out Clause 1 (Service of Process) 
and Clause 20 (Recognisauce or lodgment 
upon appeal), and from the Bill now 
before your Lordships those clauses have 
been deleted. I took that course not 
only in deference to the great experience 
which my noble and learned friend has 
had in this matter, but because I found 
that there were great differences of 
opinion as to the desirability of applying 
these clauses to Ireland,at the present 
moment. 


House in Committee (on Re-commit- 
ment) (according to order) ; Bill reported 
without further amendment; and re- 
committed to the Standing Committee. 


ALKALI, ETC., WORKS REGULATION 
BILL [u.1.]. 
Order ot the Day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 


Lord KENYON : My Lords, the object 
of this Bill is to amend the Alkali, Etc., 
Works Regulation Act, 1881, and to 
control the eseape of certain acid gases of 
sulphur or of sulphur and_ nitrogen. 
| Under the Act of 1881 the inspectors 
are allowed to test the gases when they 
| get into the chimney or in the air, but 
/many manufacturers allow the gases to 
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escape through a flue, in which they | 
mingle with other gases. 
the work of the inspectors exceedingly 
difficult. 


determine with regard to the amount of 
acid gases which escapes after the pro- 
cess. 
to the limits of the escape of muriatic 
acid gas. ‘The Bill carries into effect the 
suggestion of the Royal Commission 
which sat in 1878, and elucidates certain 
matters which are at present somewhat 
complicated. 


Bill read 2’ (according to order), and 
committed to a Committee of the whole 
House on Monday next. 


LUNACY (IRELAND) BILL [u.1.]. 


House in Committee (according to | 


order) ; Bill reported without amend- 
ment ; and re-committed to the Standing 
Committee. 


COALING STATIONS. 

*EarL SPENCER: My Lords, I rise to 
ask the First Lord of the Admiralty 
whether the Board of Admiralty have 
decided to take charge of certain coaling 
stations now garrisoned by five regiments 
of the Army ; and, if so, what are the 
stations which will be thus affected, and 
how the arrangement will be carried out ? 
I have no hesitation in asking this ques- 
tion, which has been for some time on 
your Lordships’ Paper, of the noble Earl 
the First Lord of the Admiralty. It 
has reference to a subject of very great 
importance to the nation ; it affects the 
policy y which is to be pursued by en 
the Services, the Army and the Navy, 

time of war, and therefore it is of on 
utmost importance to have a clear and 
sound principle laid down. Now, my 
Lords, my attention was first called to 
the necessity of having some explana- 
tion from the First Lord of the Admiralty 
on this subject after reading the speech 
in another place of the Secretary of State 
for War. I hope it may not be considered 
out of order if I quote the words of that 
speech. They are very important and 
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This renders | 


The point of this Bill is to) 
show clearly what the inspectors have to | 


It makes no alteration with regard | 


are really the text of the speech which I | 


am about to make. These were the 
words to which I refer— 


““T come now tO a subject upon which I 
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{which I cannot give an absolute decision or 
pronouncement to the House. The War Office 
view is that the time has come for the smaller 
/coaling stations to be taken over by the 
Admiralty. I do not mean fortresses like 
Malta and Gibraltar, but the smaller stations, 
like Singapore and Colombo and others, which 
are not attackable from theland, and in regard 
to which, therefore, you would have this 
gain—that you would not have two authorities 
in the island, but one. You would have the 
Admiralty supreme in their domain and you 
would not lock up our infantry, and with a 
constant change of ships you would give the 
Admiralty a chance of relieving some of those 
men and providing others as the exigencies 
of the Service might demand. But the sub- 
ject requires a great deal of examination, and 
the First Lord of the Admiralty has not yet 
seen his way to give a final decision. But if 
I am able to prevail, and I trust I may, we 
shall then have five more battalions, making 
eighteen in all available to be added for home 
service.” 


I may remark on the somewhat singular 
fact of a Minister of the Crown, respon- 
sible for an important Department, 
making remarks bearing upon another 
equally responsible Department. I shall 
not dwell upon that, and I will only say 
that it is somewhat unusual for a Minister 
responsible for a great Department to 
make a statement referring to his own 
opinions, which opinions apparently 
were not shared by the First Lord of the 
Admiralty and other members of the 
Cabinet. Later on there was some com- 
ment—on March 1&th, the statement 
having been made on March 8th—and 
the Secretary to the Admiralty made 
these remarks— 

“There remains one matter of great interest 
to the House in connection with the personnel, 
and a statement has been made in the House 
which if carried into effect would largely touch 
the question of the personnel of the Navy, and 


that is the question of furnishing protection for 
coaling stations. This matter ‘has been men- 


| tioned by my right hon. friend the Secretary of 


State for War, and my right hon. friend has 
stated that in his personal “view it is desirable 
that the Navy should undertake to find the 
men for garrisoning certain coaling stations. 
I think he made it clear to the House, and if he 
did not I desire to do so, that the view expressed 
by the Secretary of State was, to a certain ex- 
— a personal view. The view expressed by 

a Secretary of State for War is, of course, of 
very great weight, but it is also fair to state, as 
he said, that this matter has yet to receive the 
careful consideration of the Admiralty authori- 
ties. The Board of Admiralty is most anxious 
in this, as in all other matters, to co-operate 


| with every other Department for the service of 


have a very strong feeling myself, but on | 


our country, but they feel entitled, and indeed 
bound, to consider whether they can effectively 
contribute to the service of the country in this 


2Z2 
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particular manner. I know I am correct in | 
stating that the Lords of the Admiralty have 
not up to the present moment been able to ex- 
«mine with the minuteness so important a pro- | 


{LORDS} 
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Administration of Mr. Gladstone and 
| Lord Rosebery, and I think it is a most 
happy thing that the policy of the Admi- 


ject deserves the whole of the bearings of this | ralty has been guided in no sense by a 


very grave proposition. It will be the duty of 


the Admiralty to review the subject in all its | 
bearings, and I hope the House will accept my | 


promise that when it is so rev'’ewed they will 
be informed of the result: but I ask them not 
to anticipate the view of the Admiralty at the 
present stage.” 

I thought it only fair, in referring to 
these somewhat unusual statements in 
another place to give both extracts, on 
behalf of the War Office and on behalf 
of the Admiralty. After reading that 
statement | postponed my question, as 
I did not wish to press the Board of 
Admiralty, but now a considerable time 
has elapsed and, apparently, no decision 
has been arrived at; therefore, as I do 
not like to postpone this question any 
longer, I should like to say a few words 
on the general policy which is affected by 
this proposal. Of course, that might 
involve a very long speech. It is one 
which has been very much discussed at 
various times, and it is rather hazardous, 
perhaps, to attempt in a few sentences to 
say what that general policy has been 
considered to be. But I will try, shortly 
as I can, to state generally what the 
general policy is that regulates, in the 
time of war, the Navy and the Army. 
Everyone will, I think, agree that, in the 
rather hackneyed phrase, the first line 
of defence is the Navy. Every Govern- 
ment, of whatever party or policy it 
might be, has of late years endeavoured 
to make the Navy as powerful and 
efficient as it could possibly be. When 
I had the honour to be in the Admiralty 
[ was happy to be able to be the medium 
of the Government in increasing very 
considerably not only the number of 
ships of Her Majesty’s Navy, not only 
the number of men who served it, but 
also—and I consider this of the highest 


importance—in making secure and en- | 
ever was before—that if a coaling station 


larging the harbours both abroad and 
in other places. Well, I believe that the 
noble Viscount (Viscount Goschen), 
whom I am happy to see opposite, and 
on whose presence in this House we may 
congratulate ourselves, carried out with, 
if possible, greater vigour—at all events 
with as great vigour—the same policy 
which I was able to carry out when I was | 


; our 


party spirit or by party motives. 

It may be asked, What has our Fleet 
to do with this motion? Our Fleet has 
| to defend our shores from the danger of 
invasion, if such a danger should arise. 
It has to defend our Indian Empire and 

our colonies from attack, and it has also 
to keep safe the great trade routes over 
which our great fleets of merchantmen 
pass. It is very important, not only that 
this country should have its food supplies, 
but that it should have those raw mate- 
rials which furnish such a large amount 
of our trade. It is, therefore, of the 
utmost importance that we should have 
a sufficient force, not only for the defen- 
sive purposes of our ports at home and 
abroad, but for the safeguarding of the 
great trade routes. This has always been 
the duty of our Navy, and it has been 
successfully carried out. In order that 
it may do this, there have always been 
at various parts of the world bases to 
which our Navy might resort. This, 
perhaps, has been more imyortant of late 
years than it was in the great wars where 
we have had such splendid records. In 
those days we had no steam. Now that 
Navy is_ entirely moved _ by 
steam, the necessity of coaling stations 
has become all the more important. | 
do not say that we ought to multiply toa 
great extent these stations. I believe 
that if we did that we should hamper a 
great deal the movements of our fleets. 
This matter was looked into some years 
ago by a Royal Commission over which 
a distinguished friend of mine—Lord 
Carnarvon—presided. That Commission 
laid down principles and rules which have 
been very much adopted. It has 
never been attempted to have large forti- 
fications at all these places ; it has always 
been conceived that it is the case—as it 


or any of these harbours abroad were 
attacked by a great fleet, as long as we 
had command of the sea our admirals 
could always meet and stop the attack. 


‘But these coaling stations have been 


defended for this purpose—in order that 


they might be able to ward off the attacks 
of what are called casual cruisers. That 


head of the Admiralty under the last | has been the general policy we have 


Earl Spencer. 
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1285 Coaling 
pursued. The defence of these stations 
has, almost without a break, been en- 


trusted not to the Navy but to the Army. 
Why has that been ‘done ? 


Admiralty have sometimes been some- 
what surprised when they have visited 
our great ports here or abroad, and have 
asked to be shown the submarine defences 
of these ports, to be told that the sub- 
marine defences were not under the 
command of the Admiralty or the captain 
of the port, but under the command of 
the Engineers and military officers. I 
remember myself being somewhat startled 
with this. That is done to carry out 


I daresay | 
civilians who have joined the Board of | 
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the general policy of the Navy, which | 


is that the admirals commanding fleets 
shall not have on their minds the re- 
sponsibility of the work that would be 


| policy of naval strategy. 
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employment of marines for the garrisons 
of coaling stations, says— 


‘‘The marines are enrolled for sea service; 
they are, with the coastguard. our only 
really reliable trained reserves, and to lock up 
a number of marines as garrisons for coaling 
stations would in war time have a serious effect 
on the efficient manning of our vessels when 
many men would be required. If this proposal 
was to be complied with it would not only ne- 
cessitate a considerable reduction in the number 
of marines now available for sea service, in order 
to provide garrisons for coaling stations, but a 
considerable number must also be retained on 
shore to meet the reliefs of the garrisons of coal- 
ing stations. The coaling stations should cer- 
tainly be defended by land, and not by naval 
forces, as are all other land defences.” 

I need not say more on the general 


I should like to 


/turn to the question of the marines. | 
/am sure everybody who knows the Navy: 


entailed upon them by the garrisoning | 


and managing of the defence of the ports. 

Our great naval arsenals at home are 
not at the present moment mentioned 
as being likely to be handed over to the 
naval authorities. At the same time, 
[ cannot help thinking that if the prin- 
ciple is carried out, 
may follow. A naval commander ought 
to be able to strike at the enemy without 
having to think of his bases or of his 
coaling stations. That is a principle which 
has been long advocated at the Admiralty, 
and it is a principle which is almost 


universally adopted by all the highest | 
I certainly | 


opinion among naval men. 
in my experience at the Admiralty never 
came across a different opinion among 
my advisers, nor among the many able 
men whom I consulted on this matter. 
L cannot do better, to emphasise this 
part of the question, than read part of 
the Report of the Royal Commission on 
Coaling Stations. What do they say 
“The Royal Navy is not maintained for the 
purpose of affording direct local protection to 
seaports or harbours, but for the object of 
blockading theports of an enemy, of destroying 
his trade, attacking his possessions, dealing 
with his ships at sea, and, we may add, of 
preventing an attack in great force against 
any special piace. It is by the efficient per- 
formance of these duties that our commerce 
and colonies will be best protected. Our sea- 
ports must rely for their immediate defence 
on local means, leaving your Majesty’s Navy 
tree to act at sea. 
I do not think you could have a clearer 
or more precise statement than that. 
Then another authority, opposing the 


our large arsenals | 


| efficient, no 


will agree with me in saying that no more 
braver, no more splendid 
force exists in this or any country in the 
world than the Royal Marines. They 
are divided into two forces—Royal Marine 


Artillery and Royal Marine Light In- 
fantry. The efficiency of these men 
cannot be questioned; their efficiency 


is so great that they have been demanded 
for many services. | remember very well 
a very splendid service which they on one 
occasion gave to the Government over 
which I then presided. It was a service 


| about which very little has been said, but 


I venture to say that no more splendid 
service or greater proof of their discipline. 
efficiency, and trustworthiness can be 
found. When I was in Ireland there was 
a period—during my last viceroyalty— 


| when matters there were ina very serious 





state, when there was almost a panic in 
Dublin, and the police were overbur- 
dened with work. The Irish Govern- 
ment were at a loss to know how to restore 
the confidence of the public, and maintain 
order in Dublin. What did they do? 
They applied for and obtained the services 
of a large force of marines, who were 
placed under a very distinguished officer 
who, I am proud to say, I at that moment 
had as one of my chief aides-de-camp the 
late Sir Herbert Stuart. These marines 
strengthened the police, gave them con- 
fidence, and rendered the country splen- 
did service. This was hardly spoken of 
at the time, and probably very few people 
read the Blue-book which gave an account 
of the services of these marines—services 
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which did infinite credit both to the men | this change took place. Then as to the 
and the distinguished officer whose name | question of cost. The old practice was 
I have mentioned, and whose loss in South |to have the marines serve half their 
Africa everyone regretted. Wherever| time on land and half their time at 
the marines have been they have always | sea, and I believe that, if this change was 
done their duty. They have been to| made, you would require to raise not 
Australia and to Canada, but I venture | 5,000, but 10,000 men to carry out this 
to say that on no occasion have so great a | work efficiently. Therefore I cannot 
number been asked for as are contem-| understand why, if you take it on a ques- 
plated in the statement of the Secretary | tion of cost, the Army cannot recruit 
of State for War, which I have read to| a few more men rather than that they 
the House. The Admiralty have strongly | |should call on the Navy for this extra 
opposed the demand made upon them by | work, quite independent of the great 
the War Office, who have desired to get | questions of policy to which I have 
such excellent allies, and in almost every | already referred. The cost to the Navy 
instance the Admiralty have carried the | of carrying out this work would be twice 
day. I attach enormous importance} as much as the cost to the Army. | 
to maintaining the efficiency of this | believe it is correct to say that the Ger- 
splendid corps. We hear of the Navy| mans garrison their seaports and for- 
consisting of ‘handy men.” | am sure | tresses with seamen, but they do that 
the marines are also handy men. And /| in order that the army, on which they 
how is it they are handy men? It is| principally rely at present, whatever 
because their service is not confined to the | they may do in the future, may be as 
land or the sea, but is carried out on both. | mobile as possible. I turn that argument 
[ believe I am right in saying that in old | in favour of the view I have been urging. 
times—perhaps it has been somewhat | and I say that, as we require most mo- 
modified now—it was always the practice | bility from our Navy, let us abide by the 
that marines should serve half their time | old traditions of having our arsenals 
on land and half their time on sea. | and coaling stations defended by the 
It is this combined practice that makes| Army. There is then the question of 
the marines the admirable force they | dual command. I believe myself that 
are. there is no practical difficulty between 

I believe—and the officers of the Navy | officers of the Army and officers of the 
whom I have consulted agree with me— | Navy with regard to dual command in 
that the efficiency of the marines, and the | foreign places. I know there have been 
particular character of the marines, would | difficulties between other Departments 
be very strongly affected if a large number | than the Navy and Army. [ remember 
of them were put into permanent garri-| years ago, when I visited Cclombo, 
sons in the coaling stations. In the) that there was such a want of unity 
extract which I read there is some | that, notwithstanding the fact that the 
reference to the possibility of a constant) Army had gone to great expense in 
change of ships giving a chance of re- | constructing a battery, harbour works 
lieving some of the men and providing | were set up in front of it and the battery 
others as the exigencies of the service | had to be removed. Even if the proposed 
might demand, but I doubt exceedingly | |change were carried out, there always 
whether that isa possible way of carrying | must be duality of management ; but | 
this out. Take, for instance, the garrison| am not afraid myself of this dual 
of Sierra Leone. Is it proposed that the | authority. I believe the two forces 
marines who would be stationed there | have always pulled together, and | 
are to be relieved by the Admiral on the | sincerely trust they always will do so. 
West Coast of Africa ? Iam quite certain I appeal to the noble Earl to consider 
the Admiral would be very unwilling | very carefully what I have said, and | 
to make his fleet a sanatorium for the | challenge him as to the opinion of dis- 
marines who may have to be relieved| tinguished naval men. I quite admit 
from Sierra Leone. The efficiency of the | there may be some who take a different 
marines and of the ship’s company who | view—on what question in the world is 
depended on the marines would, I am/| there perfect unanimity ?—but I chal- 
certain, be very materially impaired if | lenge the noble Earl to say whether the 





Earl Spencer. 
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{10 May 1901} 


general opinion in the Navy of experts on | 
this subject is not, I was going to say | 
almost violently, but certainly strongly | 
and strenuously, opposed to any change | 


in the system and principle which have 
actuated this country during the many 
years when both Navy and Army have 
successfully defended the rights of the 
country both at home and abroad. 


Viscount GOSCHEN: My Lords, 
the noble Earl who has just addressed the 
House has covered the ground so com- 
pletely that [ need trouble your Lordships 
with but few remarks. 
once that I entirely endorse the line of 
argument which has been taken by the 
noble Karl, and there is scarcely a word 
—I know there is not a single opinion— 
in his speech with which I do not most 
heartily concur. I should be prepared 
to leave the matter with that speech 
if | had not myself so strong a conviction 
of the inadvisability of the change which 
is proposed, that I should not like to be 
entirely silent on the subject. The noble 
Earl adverted to what passed in the 
House of Commons, and I must say 
that it did strike me as a somewhat 
unusual proceeding that a Minister, 
the Secretary of State for War, should, 
on a question so vitally affecting another 
Department, give his personal opinion, 
at all events without ascertaining that 
the personal opinion of the Admiralty 


I may say at} 


‘no Marines to spare. 


might be stated contemporaneously, and | 


in that case we should have had one 
Minister answering another in the House 
of Commons. It is clear that it would be 
most undesirable that those proceedings 
should form any precedent, and it is lest 
it should be a precedent, and because I 
hold so strongly to the view that all 


important decisions should carry the. 
whole of the Cabinet with them, that ' 


there should be absolute solidarity, that 
I venture to make these comments on 
what passed. 

There are certain general fallacies, I 
think I may say, which surround this 
question about the garrisoning of the 
coaling ports by Marines, and it is to 
them that I propose especially to address 
myself. I should not be surprised if a 
large number of the hearers of the Secre- 
tary of State for War, when he announced 


his opinion on the matter, believed that | 


there would be a saving of 5,000 men by 
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coaling stations being garrisoned by 
Marines. Certainly there was not a 
single word which would point in the 
direction that if he were relieved of five 
regiments it would be necessary for an 
equal or a larger number of Marines to 
be immediately recruited in order to take 
their place, and whatever decision the 
Admiralty may arrive at—and I hope it 
will be in the direction which naval 
opinion has always held from the first— 
I hope they will not consent to part with 
a single Marine to garrison coaling 
stations unless those Marines are replaced 
at once in the Navy Estimates by a 
larger number than the country will be 
asked to vote. I would wish your Lord- 
ships to thoroughly understand that we 
have not got a single Marine to spare— 
though the number is adequate in the 
event of an outbreak of war—and to ask 
that the Marines who are wanted should 
be locked up, to use the expression of the 
Secretary of State for War, in the fortified 
coaling stations would be a state of things 
which the public itself would resent. 1 
wish to emphasise the point that we have 
Gentlemen who 
visited the ports during the South African 
difficulty, and saw the large number of 
Marines there, continually asked why we 
did not send out a couple of thousand of 
them. They would be ready at once, it 
was said, to take their place as seasoned 
troops with the Regular Army. The 
Marines were, I say almost regretfully, 
most anxious to go to take their part side 
by side with the soldiers at the Cape. 
But why did they not go? Because, if 
all those Marines told off for the ships in 
reserve, or for the harbour ships, or for 
the various relief ships, had been sent to 
South Africa, mobilisation could not 
have taken place satisfactorily supposing 
if, in their absence, in the disturbed state 
of Europe at that time, mobilisation had 
been necessary. Therefore, I lay down 
this first proposition, that you must 
recruit the Marines in order to perform 
the duties which would have to be per- 
formed if the Navy took over the coaling 
stations. But, even if we wish it, can 
we continue to recruit the Marines and 
keep up the high standard which we are 


‘all so proud to see they possess ? 


The Marines are a corps d’élite, and a 
| corps d’élite cannot be multiplied and 
‘ 
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augmented indefinitely, and if to the | 


18,000 or 19,000 men you have now 
you were anxious to add another 10,000 


men, or even another 8,000, the proba- | 


bility is you would have to lower the 
standard, and that the same number of 
fine men would not come forward as come 
forward now to join what I have called 
the corps d’élite. I therefore lay down 


this second proposition, that an increase | 


might affect the general standard of 
Marines, and that you would not be 
enabled to enrol sufficient numbers of 
the same class of men that you have now 
—a result which, I am sure, everyone 
would deplore. The corps of Marines is 
a popular service. It attracts, not by 


higher rates of pay, but through those | 
privileges which the Marines enjoy but | 


which the soldiers do not enjoy, at all 
events in the same degree, one of the 
principal ones being that they have their 
homes at the three great ports—either 
at Portsmouth, Chatham, or Devonport. 
Their service now is divided into sea 
service and land service. Under the 
change of system which is proposed they 
would have three kinds of service 
service on board ship, service at Singa- 
pore or some distant station, and service 
at home. Out of which of the other two 
do you propose to take the necessary time 
for garrison work? Are the men who 
are to be put into the garrisons to have 
shorter sea service because part of their 
time is to be spent in those garrisons, or 
are they to have less time at home? If 
they are to have less time at home, you 
remove one of the popular elements of 
the Service, and if they are to have 
shorter time at sea you diminish their 
efficiency at sea, which is one of the strong 
points we have to consider. 

I have submitted these considerations 
in some detail because they are not 
generally taken into account by the 
public, and because I have felt them 
so strongly that, during the whole time 
I was at the Admiralty, | 
most strenuously, and I am glad to 
say with success—a success which | 
hope my successor will enjoy—the on- 
slaughts of the War Office in this respect. 
There is another popular fallacy which 
has been touched on by the noble Earl 
—the fallacy that it is so easy for the 








{LORDS} 


resisted | 
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so easily from one place to another, 
and that if the climate is at all trying 
|they can be put on board ship and 
taken for a cruise more easily than the 
Army. This is a very plausible argu- 
ment, to which all importance has been 
attached. But, as your Lordships are 
probably aware, this is not a new pro- 
posal on the part of the War Office, 
but it is brought forward at a very 
critical moment—when there is con- 
siderable difficulty, apparently, in raising 
the whole of the infantry necessary, and 
\so the War Office, with considerable 
shrewdness, said this is the moment to 
make the last and they hoped the final 
and successful onslaught on the Navy. 
I wish to put before your Lordships this 
consideration—that if there is one thing 
'to which naval officers, captains ot 
ships, attach importance more than 
another, it is to have their ships at all 
times in a full state of efficiency. That 
efficiency cannot be maintained if there 
is a constant change of men. It is the 
ships which have been two or three 
years in commission without changing 
their crews which are always the finest 
ships and the most valuable ships for 
foreign service. The Marines have their 
functions on board ship with the sailors 
—they have to man the guns and drill 
with the guns—and they have other 
functions to which they must be accus- 
tomed. They ought to know every 
corner of the ship as well as the sailors; 
but if they are to be taken on board 
only for short sanitary cruises their 
efficiency must certainly suffer. These 
ships, especially in West African waters 
and East African waters, in the Persian 
Gulf, and on the China Station, ought 
|always to be in such a condition that 
if they are ordered upon another duty 
they can be sent at once. None of them 
| should be in such a condition that they 
‘cannot be sent anywhere without con- 
sideration for the crew being necessary. 
It would have been most inconvenient 
in these later operations in South Africa 
if, in selecting the ships to be sent at 
/a moment's notice to certain points. it 
| should be necessary to consider whether 
‘they had Marines on board who had 
been garrisoning some hot station. 

| Looking at it from every point of 


Admiralty to undertake this duty be-| view—from that of the training of the 
cause they can move the Marines about | men, of the efficiency of the ships, and 


Viscount Goschen 
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of the confidence which the officers 
should have in their men—and officers 
do not like these interchanges ; they 
like to know their men and how far 
they can rely on their character—what- 
ever arguments there may be in favour 
of these proposals, no argument can 
rest on the facility of interchange of the 
Marines. I have spoken strongly be- 
cause my convictions are strong, and | 
trust that my noble friend and successor 
will be able to reassure us with reference 
to the settlement of this question ; and 
that, if no decision has yet been taken, 
he will assure us that every argument 
shall be most carefully weighed, and 
that this change shall not be made 
unless his naval advisers concur with 
him cordially that it can be done without 
detriment to the naval service. 


Coaling 


“THe FIRST LORD oF tar ADMI 
RALTY (The Earl of SELBorne): My 
Lords, I need not assure your Lordships 
how greatly I appreciate the truth of 
the remarks which fell from Jord 
Spencer as to the importance of this 
question. I also recognise in the fullest 
way the courtesy of the ncble Earl in 
postponing this question to meet: my 
conveniznec. The history of this ques- 
tion, as it has been brought before the 
public and Parliament, is extremely 
simple During the course ci his work 
at the War Office the Secretary of State 
for War made a proposal which, as my 
noble friend has rightly said, has in one 
form or another been made often before 
—that the responsibility for the adminis- 
tration of certain coaling stations should 
be transferred from the War Office to 
the Admiralty. Although I have been 
a considerable sufferer from this proposal, 
which has added largely to my work, 
[ am bound to say that, coming from a 
Secretary of State for War who was 
engaged in the arduous task of reorganis- 
ing the Army, the request to examine 
this question arew was a_ perfectly 
legitimate one. I cannot pass without 
remark the allusion of Lord Spencer to 
the manner in which the Secretary of 
State for War touched on the subje+t 
in the House of Cemmons. On the fae? 
of it what he said was a representation 
not of anything which had been definitely 
settled by the Cabinet, but an aspiration, 


4 personal opinicn, ct his own and of the | 
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| War Cffice. Considering how familiar 
‘the public are with this question, | car: 
see nothing whatever either to be sur- 
prised at in the manner in which my 
right hon. friend introduced this question 
or to deserve the strictures of the noble 
Earl. Having received this request from 
my right hon. friend, I felt it my duty, 
and I am perfectly convinced that it was 
my duty, to promise that his proposal 
should receive an unprejudiced and 
exhaustive examination. That examin- 
ation has been in progress since, but it is 
not yet complete; therefore I come 
before your Lordships in this unfortu- 
nate position, that whereas both Lord 
Spencer and Lord Goschen have dea‘ 
with subjects which arouse my keenest 
interest, and which tempt me to follow 
them at large, it is quite impossible for 
me to make that presentation of the case 
to Parliament at the present moment 
which I should like to do, and whicl: 
possibly [ may have an opportunity 
of doing at a later time. While the 
request of my right hon. friend is still 
under examination it is quite clear that 
I cannot inform Parliament of what 
the final decision in the case is to be. 
But I am not precluded on that account 
from making some general remarks. 

I would allude in the first place to 
what Lord Spencer said, with great 
clearness and fulness, as to the duties 
that we expect to be fulfilled by the 
British Navy. I think he certairiy 
gave an exhaustive list, and I wish to 
associate myself in the fullest way with 
all his remarks on that subject. As to 
what the noble Lord said on the necessity 
of naval bases, I am glad again to fina 
myself in complete agreement ; and J 
think the noble Lord will be in agree- 
ment with me when I supplement his 
observations on that matter by saying 
that it is a cardinal feature of naval 
strategy that these coaling stations are 
to be the servants of the Navy, and 
are not in any sense whatever to deflect 
or hamper the Navy in its one absorbing 
and eternal duty of searching out the 
enemy's fleets and destroying them 
when it has found them. Both the 
Admiralty and the War Office equally 
exist for only one purpose, and that is 
the national service. As to whether 
certain coaling stations can, with the 
greater advantage to the national service, 
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be administered by the Admiralty or | brought forward, and with which I am 
by the War Office, it is perfectly clear | perfectly familiar, will have escaped my 
that nothing that was detrimental to | attention or that of my naval colleagues, 
the interests of the Navy could possibly | and they will all be weighed in coming to 
be consistent with the interests of | any decision on this question. 


the national service. It is perfectly | *Tue Eart or NORTHBROOK: My 
true that the Royal Marines, and in | Lords, having had the honour of being 
a much less degree the bluejackets, | a¢ the head of the Admiralty, I rise to 
are trained for service on shore In case | express my entire concurrence in all that 
of necessity ; but that is, if | may so put | has fallen from Lord Spencer and Lord 
it. a by-product of naval education. | Goschen on this most important question. 
What the bluejacket and the marine alike | [ ean quote the opinion of a late member 
are really trained for is service in the of your Lordships’ House who filled the 
Fleet at sea. The noble Lord who in- | office of First Lord of the Admiralty—I 
troduced this subject has told us what | allude to my father, Sir Francis Baring, 
tasks in a moment of difficulty the Royal | afterwards Lord Northbrook — also 
Marine can turn his hand to with against this proposal. In 1859 a Royal 
success. I can only associate myself | Commission on the Manning of the Navy, 
in the most ample manner with the | presided over by Lord Hardwicke, recom- 
eulogy which he passed on that splendid mended that a force of 5,000 men should 
corps. I only wish that both Lord he added to the Royal Marines for the 
Spencer and Lord Goschen, with the! purpose of garrisoning the home ports— 
noble Earl whom I see on the bench | a proposal, I may observe, far less objec- 
below the gangway opposite (Lord | tionable than that of placing the marines 
Rosebery), could have seen 1,500 of in coaling stations abroad. Speaking 
these men the other day on parade on that subject, my father used these 
at Malta. I am sure they would have words— 5 
felt, as we felt, that there could be no, « No corps is more valuable than the Marines, 
finer body of men serving the Sovereign | but if more Marines are required let them be 
of this country. But as my noble friend dedicated to naval and not to military pur- 
behind me has pointed out, the number | P0Ses-_, They will be wanted and will be most 
: : : : valuable at the breaking out of war. If they 
of bluejackets and the number of marines | are employed permanently to garrison your 
are very carefully calculated from year naval ports you throw an obstacle in the way 
to year for the purpose of fully manning | of their going afloat when they are most 
all the ships of the Navy in case of | 'eauired- 
mobilisation for war. ‘ The observations of my noble friend 
It follows, therefore, however this Viscount Goschen in respect of the re- 
question raised to-night may be decided, cruitment of the marines deserves the 
that there is not any margin in the corps Most careful consideration. The addi- 
of Royal Marines existing at this moment ton proposed this year _to the Royal 
which could be used for any other pur- Marines of 1,000 men is entirely for 
pose. And, to put it shortly, there is no naval service. And, as year by year we 
body of men of any sort at present under are Increasing the ships of the Royal 
the administration and control of the Navy—and I see no reasonable ground 
Admiralty who could be used for the for expecting a diminution of that in- 
purpose of garrisoning the coaling sta- crease in consequence of the shipbuilding 
tions, because they are all required, and by foreign nations—we must increase our 
their numbers are based on that require- reserves. One of the most important 
ment, for the manning of the Fleet. J sources of our reserves is the force of 
regret very much not to be able to deal Royal Marines, and, in my opinion, it 
with this question fully and finally to- would be most inadvisable to do any- 
night. I recognise in the fullest manner thing whatever that would be likely to 
the great importanceof the considerations diminish the power of recruiting for the 
that have been laid before the House Royal Marines. I entirely concur with 
to-night, and I can assure my _ noble the view of Lord Goschen that if a large 
friends, not only on my own behalf, but | increase of the force of marines was to be 
on behalf of all my colleagues, that none demanded, of 8,000, or possibly 10,000 
of the arguments which they have, men, coupled with the knowledge that 


The Earl of Selborne. 
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-_ 


they would in future be employed to} HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
garrison stations abroad, there might | 


be a serious difficulty in raising the | Friday, 10th May, 1901. 
number. I cannot see what possible | -__———- 
advantage, either financial or adminis- | TOOK THE OATH. 


trative, there is in this proposal, and I | 
trust that it will not be long before my 
noble friend the First Lord of the Admi-| ss 
ralty informs us that the plan has been | 
abandoned. PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
*THE Marquess OF RIPON : My Lords, | —- 

[ have not the least intention of prolong-| PRIVATE BILLS [Lords] (STANDING 
ing this discussion, but, as I believe lam} ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY _ IN- 
the only other member in the House at) @UIRED INTO COMPLIED WITH). 
this moment who has filled the office of | Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table 
First Lord of the Admiralty and has not | Report from one of the Examiners of 
spoken, I desire to express my entire con- | Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
currence with what has fallen from the case of the following Bill, originating 
three noble Lords. I hope I do not mis-| in the Lords, and referred on the First 
interpret the speech of the noble Earl the | Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
First Lord of the Admiralty in under-/ not previously inquired into, and which 
standing him to say that this question | are applicable thereto, have been com- 
is not yet fully determined. plied with, viz. :— 

*Tue Eart oF SELBORNE: It is not Bath Gas Light and Coke Bill [Lords]. 


yet determined. Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
*THE MARQUESS OF RIPON: I am glad | time. 

to be assured that the matter is still open | 

and under consideration. I confess I PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (STAND- 
must agree with my noble friend behind; ING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO 
me (Earl Spencer) in the moderate criti: COMPLIED WITH). 

cisms which he made upon the speech of | Mr. SpeAKER laid upon the Table 
Mr. Brodrick in the other House, and I Report from one of the Examiners of 
hope we may understand, from what Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
Lord Selborne said, that that speech case of the following Bills, referred on 
in no way commits the Government the First Reading thereof, the Standing 
as to its decision. [The Earl of Orders which are applicable thereto have 
Selborne nodded assent.] It seems to been complied with, viz. :— 

me that the Marines are essentially a Local Government (Ireland) Pro. 
naval force under the Admiralty, and visional Orders (No. 2) Bill. 

as the strong opinion of the great) focal Government Provisional Order 
majority of naval officers is that this (Gas) Bill a 
change would be a mistake, that it would >» ea ; ; 
tend to interfere with the efficiency of Ordered, That the Bills be read a 
the Marines, and to diminish their utility second time upon Monday next. 

as a naval force, the voice of the Navy 

ought to prevail. Under those circum- LONG EATON GAS BILL. 

stances I trust that His Majesty’s Govern-| wELLS CORPORATION WATER BILL. 
_— will come to the decision that this Read the third time, and passed. 

ls not a step which it is desirable to take. 

The Marines have proved themselves a rns Ato, «lek 

thoroughly efficient force. They have — VAY ORDER ne 
recently won high distinction in South Read the third ti d sia 

Africa at the battle of Graspan; and before | ae ae Sane ns a. 
sitting down I desire to join to the fullest | 

extent in the praises which have been | BURGESS HILL WATER BILL. 
lavished, not at all unduly, upon them. GREAT CENTRAL RAILWAY BILL. 


House adj F inut : 
Ss Monday oer As amended, considered ; to be read 


quarter before Eleven of theclock. the third time. 


One other Member took and subscribed 
the Oath. 
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HULL, BARNSLEY, AND WEST RIDING | |sented, and read the first time ; 


1300 


to be 


Business. 


JUNCTION RAILWAY AND DOCK | referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
; ‘for Private Bills, and to be printed. 
LLANDRINDOD WELLS URBAN DIS- ‘(Bill 175.] 
TRICT COUNCIL WATER BILL. 
LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL MILITARY LANDS PROVISIONAL 


(SPITALFIELDS MARKET) 
As amended, to be 
the third time. 


BILL. 
considered : 


NORTH EASTERN RAILWAY BILL. 


As amended, considered ; Amendment 


made ; Bill to be read the third time. 
RICHMOND GAS BILE. 
SHANNON WATER AND ELECTRIC 


POWER BILL. 
STROUD GAS BILL. 
WEST SURREY WATER BILL. 
As amended. to be 
the third time. 


read 


considered ; 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER (No. 3) BILL. 
Bill to confirm a Provisional Order 

of the Local Government Board for Lre- 

land under The Local Government 

(Ireland) (No. 2) Act, 1900, ordered to 

be brought in by Mr. Attorney General 

for Ireland and Mr. Wyndham. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS (HOUSING OF THE 
WORKING CLASSES). 

Bill to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders of the Local Government Board 
for Ireland relating to the urban districts 
of Cashel, Omagh, and Strabane, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Attorney 
General for Lreland and Mr. Wyndham. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
VISIONAL ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. 


“To confirm a Provisional Order of 
the Local Government Board for Ireland 


under The Local Government (Ireland) 
presented, and read | 


(No. 2) Act, 1900,” 
the first time; to be referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. [Bill 174.] 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- | 


VISION AL ORDERS (HOUSING OF THE | 


eee CLASSES) BILL. 


“ To confirm certain Provisional Orders | 
of the Local Government Board for Ire- | 


land relating to the urban districts of 
Cashel, Omagh, and Strabane,” 


read 


(IRELAND) PRO- | 


ORDERS BILL. 


without Amendment [Pro- 


Reported, 
Report to 


visional Orders confirmed] ; 
lie upon the Table. 
Bill to be third time 


read the upon 


| Monday next. 


DORKING GAS BILL. 


TOTTENHAM AND HAMPSTEAD JUNC- 
TION RAILWAY BILL. 


BRITISH GAS LIGHT COMPANY BILL. 


KINGSTON-UPON-HULL CORPORATION 
BILL. 
SWANAGE GAS AND WATER BILL. 
LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE RAIL- 
WAY (DEARNE VALLEY JUNCTION 
RAILWAYS) BILL. 


Reported, with Amendments; Re- 
ports to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. 


FOLKESTONE CORPORATION BILL 


[Lords]. 
Reported, without Amendment ; Re- 
port to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. 


ARLESEY GAS BILL  [Lords.] 
Reported, with an Amendment ; Re- 


port to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. 
CALEDONIAN ELECTRIC POWER (SUB- 
STITUTED) BILL. : 
Reported [Preamble not proved]; | 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP G). 

Sir JAMES WoopHOUSE reported from 
the Committee on Group G of Private 
Bills, That, for the convenience of par- 
ties, the Committee had adjourned till 


Thursday next, at Two of the clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


GLASGOW AND SOUTH WESTERN RAIL- 
WAY (SUBSTITUTED) BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments ; Report 


pre- | | to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. SHREWSBURY GAS BILL [Lords] 
That they have passed a Bill, intituled, NEW SWINDON GAS BILL [Lords]. 


“ < > sat, 7 
| An Act to confirm a Provisional Order MILFORD DOCKS BILL [Lords]. 


r the Private Legislation Proce- : 
unde 8 Read the first time ; and referred to 


ithe Examiners of Petitions for Private 


Water Supply of the Burgh of Grange- Bills 


mouth” Grangemouth Water  Pro- 
visional Order Confirmation Bill [Lords]. | 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “‘ An Act to con- | PETITIONS. 
frm a Provisional Order under the | 
Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) | 
Act, 1899, relating to the Burgh of | 
Hamilton.” Hamilton Burgh Provisional) | ; : tari 
Order Confirmation Bill [Lords]. |. Petition from Perth, in favour; to 
Also. a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to| ie upon the Tebte. 
confirm a Provisional Order under the| ¢oypeNsaTION FOR DAMAGE TO 





BURIAL PLACES (EXEMPTION FROM 
RATES) (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) CROPS, ETC., BILL. 
Act, 1899, relating to the Scottish! petition from Perth, in favour: to lie 


? 


Provident Institution.’’ Seottish Provi- | upon the Table. 
dent Institution Provisional Order Con- | 


firmation Bill [Lords]. |EDUCATION (YOUNG — CHILDREN 
Also. a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to| SCHOOL ATTENDANCE) (SCOTLAND) 
confer further powers upon the Shrews- | _—. . 
bury Gas Light Company.” Shrews-| Petition from Dundee, in favour ; to 
bury Gas Bill [Lords]. lie upon the Table. 
Also, a Bill, intituled, “* An Act to con- | HABITUAL DRUNKARDS. 


fer further power on the New Swindon | : ; ‘ : ; 
; , +>|  Petiton from New Mills, for alteratic 
(tas Company ; and for other purposes.” | asiaoanias 


New Swindon Gas Bill [Lords]. | of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 

And, also, a Bill, intituled, “ An Act | HOUSING OF WORKING CLASSES (RE- 
to extend the time limited for the com- | PAYMENT OF LOANS) BILL. 
pletion of the pier and works authorised) Petition from Totnes, in favour : to 
by the Milford Docks Act, 1890, and | lie upon the Table. , 
for the compulsory purchase of certain | 
lands; and for other purposes.” Mil- LAND RATING (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
ford Docks Bill [Lords]. | BILL. 

Petition from Wallsend, in favour ; to 
GRANGEMOUTH WATER _PROVISIONAL lie upon, the Table. 
ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL [Lords]. | 
Ordered, under Section 7, Sub-section | LOCAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) ACT 


(2), of the Private Legislation Procedure | (1894) AMENDMENT BILL. 
(Scotland) Act, 1899, to be considered! Petition from Perth, against ; to lie 
upon Monday next. | upon the Table. 

| 
HAMILTON BURGHS PROVISIONAL PARLIAMENTARY FRANCHISE. 


ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL [Lords]. Petiti : C , f 7 

Ordered, under Section 7, Sub-section lt RE igh te ae 
(2), of the Private Legislation Procedure | °° ™ : sige 
(Scotland) Act, 1899, to be considered 
upon Monday next. 


| POLICE SUPERANNUATION (SCOTLAND) 
| BILL. 


SCOTTISH PROVIDENT INSTITUTION | Petition from Perth, against ; to lie 
PROVISIONAL ORDER CONFIRMATION | upon the Table. 
BILL [Lords]. | 


Ordered, under Section 7, Sub-section | POOR LAW OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUA- 
(2), of the Private Legislation Procedure | TION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
(Scotland) Act, 1899, to be considered | Petition from Perth, in favour ; to lie 
upon Monday next. ‘upon the Table. 
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REGISTRATION OF FIRMS BILL. 


Petition of Scottish Trade Protection 
Society, in favour; to lie upon the 


Returns, 


Table. 

ROMAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY IN 
IRELAND. 

Petition from Galashiels, against 


establishment ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Wapping ; 
Putford ; Totton; Gatley; Wallasey ; 
Higher Broughton ; Swadlincote ; Oton; 
Church Gresley ; Cowes (two); South- 
ampton (four); Melksham; York 
(two) ; Bolsover ; Shuttlewood ; Bideford ; 
Thornhillhead ; Bulkworthy ; Twitchery ; 
Parkeston ; Harwich; Lanivet; Har- 
borne; Urmston; Glastonbury;  Lin- 
coln (two); Elsecar; Weston-super- 
Mare ; Sheffield ; Prestwich; Longsight ; 
Manchester ; Shaftesbury ; Kennington; 
St. Blazey; Wath-upon-Dearne; Hoy- 
land Nether; Hoyland; Hoyland 
Common; Hutton End; Dacre; Keswick; 
Penrith (two); Stainton; Charles 
Bottom ; Stanford Bishop ; Nenthead ; 
Tunbridge Wells; Colchester; Welsh- 
pool; Sutcombe; Exeter; Newcastle- 
on-Tyne; Pelynt ; Cramlington; Ash- 


ington; Newark; Scarborough (five) ; 
Copthorne; Okehampton; Birdwell ; 
Branksome ; Brandon Mount;  Park- 


stone; Parramore; Meersbrook Park ; 
Coal Aston ; Branksome and Parkstone ; 
Llangeln; Trevone; St. Issey ; Port- 
holland ; Bugle; Queens; Lane; New- 
quay (two); Crantock; Cubert ; Rejewah; 
Trelowth; Padstow; Kestle Mill; 
St. Columb (two); Colan; Mitchell ; 
Withiel; St. Merry; Bennacott; St. 
Mary: Trecollas; Canworthywater ; 
Eden; Poundstock; Tresmeer; Tres- 
parrett ; Treneglos ; St. Gennys ; Cold- 
northedt ; Summercourt; Wolverley ; 
Tenbury ; Lymington ; Stockton ; 
Cleethorpes ; West Driffield and others ; 
Scunthorpe ; Swindon ; and Melksham ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL AND SALE OF IN. 
LIQUORS TO CHIL. 


TOXICATING 

DREN BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Bishop's 
Tawton ; and Barnstaple ; to lie upon 
the Table. 
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SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Brandon 
and Byshottles ; Treeton ; Treeparrett ; 
Salford ; Bideford ; Pendlebury ; Blead- 
ney; Droylsden; Cowes;  Lanivet: 
High Wycombe; Wapping; Barnton; 
leigh; Strathaven; Platt Bridge; 
Ashington ; Folkestone; Cowes; and 
Blairgowrie ; to lie upon the Table. 


Reports, &e. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS To 
CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Langholm: 
Innerleithen ; Coatbridge; and, Moni- 
mail ; to lie upon the Table. 


STEAM ENGINES AND BOILERS (PER. 
SONS IN CHARGE) BILL. 

Petition of the Scottish Trade Protec- 

tion Society, against; to lie upon the 


Table. 


TROUT FISHING ANNUAL CLOSE 
TIME (SCOTLAND) BILL 
Petition from Perth, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


PATENTS, DESIGNS, AND TRADE 
MARKS. 

Copy presented, of Eighteenth Report 
of the Comptroller General of Patents, 
Designs, and Trademarks, with Appen- 
dices, for the year 1900 [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 163.] 


ARMY. 

Copy presented, of Return showing 
the number of recruits who joined the 
Cavalry (including Household Cavalry), 
Royal Artillery, Infantry (including Foot 
Guards), and Militia respectively in the 
first three months of each year from 
1897 to 1901, inclusive [by Command]; 
to lie upon the Table. 


ROYAL PATRIOTIC FUND. 
Return presented, relative thereto 
[Address 14th December, 1900; Mr. 
Kearley|; to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 164.] 
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NAVY AND MARINES. | nection with Vaccination and Re-Vacci- 

Return presented, relative thereto | nation in each year from the Ist day of 

{ordered Ist April; Sir John Colomb]; | June 1891 to the 31st day of May 1900.” 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. | —(Mr. Thomas Bayley.) 

INo. 165.] 


QUESTIONS. 


| 

IMPERIAL DEFENCE ACT, 1888 (FINAL | 

ACCOUNT). | 

Account presented, of all moneys | nH i ai 

A 7 > ” = nd | T a . yy. N y —N Y y Z yy, LAN >» 
issued from the Consolidated Fund, of | CONTINGENT MAORI WARRIORS. 


Sums borrowed, and of Transactions | HE eed 

in relation to Sums so borrowed, up to | Mr. SWIE MacN EILL (Donegal, 
31st March 1901, in pursuance of the | .): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
Act [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and | for War whether the Premier of New 


to be printed. [No. 166.] | Zealand has decided to include 100 
| Maori warriors in a new contingent 
CHINA (No. 5, 1901). | which is to be sent by New Zealand to 


Copy presented, of Further Corre- | the seat of war in South Africa; and 
spondence respecting the disturbances | whether having regard - the character 
in China [in continuation of China (No. | of the Maoris, the W 2 Office will retuse 
1, 1901) ] [by Command]; to lie upon | to accept the services of the Maori con- 
the Table. — | ene 


» aieaienal ae | Tae SECRETARY or STATE ror 
TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES)’ WAR (Mr. Bropricx, Surrey, Guild- 
Copy presented, of Diplomatic and | ford) : I am not aware of any such 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, No. | decision. 
2594 [by Command]; to lie upon the | 
— MEDICAL EXAMINATION OF 
PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE | poco ' ; 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE. Mr. PARTINGTON (Derbyshire, High 
Temporary Laws.—Register of Tem- | Peak) : I beg to ask the Secretary 
porary Laws for the Second Session, | of State for War whether he can state 
Twenty-seventh Parliament, of the| What percentage of the members of the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and | Volunteer force who offered their services 
Ireland, pursuant to Report of the| for the war in South Africa were medi- 
Select. Committee on Expiring Laws | cally examined and found on examination 


in Session 1866; to be printed. [No. | © be unfit for foreign service. 


167. | | Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 
Si aang, te ss | tHE WAR OFFICE (Lord Stan ey, 
GOV ae | Lancashire, Westhoughton) : No Returns 


; | are available. 
Return ordered, “‘ of all Contracts made | 


in the United Kingdom for manufac- us 

tured articles by the several Government | TRANSVAAL REFUGEES IN LONDON. 
Departments between the Ist day of| Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 
April, 1900, and the 31st day of March, | ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
1901, either with contractors outside | Department whether he is aware that on 
the United Kingdom or with Con-| 21st August last, a number of Transvaal 
tractors or agents who obtain the articles | refugees, including many women, young 
from Abroad (in continuation of Par-| children, and girls, on their way to 
liamentary Paper, No. 325, of Session} Holland had to wait a few hours in 


1900)."—(Sir Howard Vincent.) Liverpool Street Station, and were the 
subject of a hostile demonstration from 

GLASGOW (EXPENDITURE ON a mob from whose violence they were 
VACCINATION. only secured by police protection ; and 


Return ordered, “ of the Expenditure | whether he will consider what steps 
by the Corporation of Glasgow in con-| should be taken to protect Boer refugee 
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women and children from violence and | 


insult at the hands of English people. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Rir- 
CHIE, Croydon): No, Sir; my informa- 
tion is that there was no such occurrence 
on the date mentioned. As regards all 
other occasions when refugees have been 
passing through London every possible 
precaution has been taken by the police 
to secure their proper treatment ; and 
the arrangements made have, in my 
opinion, worked satisfactorily. 

ORGANISATION — THE  PRO- 

POSED SIX ARMY CORPS. 

Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War if he will state the number 
of Regular troops, exclusive of reserves, 
of one year’s service and under one year’s 
service, estimated to compose the three 
army corps intended for foreign service, 
and the three army corps for home 
«lefence respectively. 


ARMY 


Mr. BRODRICK: The usual percen- 
tage of soldiers at home in their first year 
of service is about 27°5 on the total 
strength of soldiers at home. There 
seems no reason why this percentage 
should be materially altered. 


Mr. LAMBERT: Can the right hon. 


Gentleman state the actual number ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: I can only give 
the percentage. As the greater part of 
the Army is in South Africa it would be 
useless to give the figures. 


Mr. LAMBERT: I used the words 
in the question “ estimated to compose.” 


Mr. BRODRICK: And I have given 


the hon. Member the estimate. 


CotonEL WELBY (Taunton): I beg} 


to ask the Secretary of State for War 


whether in introducing his resolution | 
on Army organisation he intends to make | 


clear the inner organisation of the six 
proposed army corps ; how divisions and 
brigades will be arranged; the areas 
they will occupy ; and how existing units 
of all arms will be grouped ; and whether 
the can see his way to placing in the tea 
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room a map of the United Kingdom 
coloured to show the six army corps areas 
and their sub-divisions into divisional 
and brigade districts. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I am afraid [ 
cannot undertake to have these maps 
made out at present with the precise 
areas of divisions and brigades, the more 
so as a disclosure of the position of all 
proposed barracks will not facilitate the 
acquisition of sites. But the inner 
organisation of these army corps has 
received most careful consideration. 


CoLoneEL WELBY: Are we to under- 
stand that the organisation of the army 
corps will be explained on Monday ! 


Mr. BRODRICK: I do not propose 
to explain how the divisions and brigades 
will be grouped, as I should thereby lay 
myself open to a great deal of local pres- 
sure. 


FIELD ARTILLERY AT ALDERSHOT 
Masor RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether the new brigade division 
of field artillery at Aldershot have any 
guns ; and, if not, when they are to be 
armed ; whether the other field batteries 
have six guns each, but only four horsed ; 
and can he state what is the actual and 
what the establishment strength in 
horses in the new field batteries, and 
whether they belong to the Ist Army 
Corps ready to embark on active service. 


Mr. BRODRICK: There are three 
brigade divisions of artillery at Aldershot, 
which have been recently raised. In the 
33rd each battery has six 15-pounder 
guns, four of which are horsed, and there 
are 194 horses out of the establishment 
of 198. In the 49th each battery has 
four howitzers out of six, four of which 
are horsed, and there are 187 horses out 
of 198. The 50th, which is also com- 
posed of howitzer batteries of six guns, 
‘four of which will be horsed, has only 
recently been raised, and there are 69 
horses, which are being used for training 
the recruit drivers. The howitzer guns 
for this brigade division have not yet 

been received from the makers, but are 
| well advanced. The above batteries are 
all on the lower establishment, and are 





ex 
Tes 
gin 


DE 


E.) 
for 
to 1 
lay 
the 
un 
des 
thir 
prit 


no 
gral 


Mili 
whe 
tena 
Wicl 
own 
the | 

Lo 
tiller 


NA 

ME 
ask 

VC 


308 


iom 
reas 
onal 


ia | 
Laps 
cise 
nore 
t all 

the 
ner 

has 


der- 
rmy 


pose 
ades 
lay 
ores 


OT 
rd): 
for 
sion 
any 
8) be 
eries 
sed ; 
and 
in 
and 
rmy 
vice. 


hree 
shot, 
the 
nder 
here 
nent 
has 
hich 
- out 
-om- 
uns, 
only 
2 69 
ning 
7UNS 

yet 
; are 
: are 
| are 





1309 Questions. 
not intended for immediate service 
abroad. Seeing that we have over 


950,000 men in South Africa, no question 
of a lst Army Corps for service abroad 
arises. 


HAL!-PAY OFFICERS AND POLITICAL 
; CONTESTS. 

Mr. MALCOLM (Suffolk, Stowmar- 
ket): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether he will consider the 
desirability of so amending the Army 
Regulations that in future half-pay officers 
eligible for emp'oyment shall be pre- 
cluded from taking active part in political 
controversy, whether at bye-elections or 
at other times. 


Mr. BRODRICK : It would not appear 
expedient to lay down hard and fast 
regulations on this matter, but I will 
give the question further consideration. 


DESTITUTE SOLDIER’S WIDOW—HIMA- 
LAYA ROBINSON. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare) 
E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War if his attention has been called 
to the case of an old woman named Hima- 
laya Robinson, alleged to have been in 
the Peninsula with her father, a soldier 
under Wellington, and who is now in a 
destitute condition ; and whether some- 
thing can be done to relieve her from 
privation in her very old age. 


Lorp STANLEY: I am afraid I have 
no power to authorise any pension or 
grant in a case of this sort. I will refer 
the matter to the Commissioners of the 
Patriotic Fund. 


WICKLOW ARTILLERY MILITIA. 


Mr. JAMES O’CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether the Wicklow Artillery 
Militia are to be sent to Cork for training ; 
whether he is aware that the Lord Lieu- 
tenant has been petitioned to allow the 
Wicklow Militia to be trained in their 
own county, and whether the prayer of 
the petition will be granted. 


Lorp STANLEY: The Wicklow Ar- 
tillery Militia does not train this year. 


NAAS BARRACKS WATER SUPPLY. 

Mr. LEAMY (Kildare. N.): I beg to | 
ask the Secretary of State for War | 

VOL. XCIIL. [FourTH SERIES. ] 
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whether the water supply of the military 
barracks at Naas has been condemned 
by experts as bad and tainted with 
sewage ; and, if this is the fact, can he 
explain why the military authorities de- 
cline to avail themselves of the water 
supply which has been procured for the 
town of Naas within the past two years 
by the Naas Urban District Council. 


Lorp STANLEY: The last reports 
on the water state specifically that it is 
free from sewage contamination. The 
question of procuring a supply from Naas 
town is under consideration. 


INDIA — NATIVE PRINCES AND 
FOREIGN TOURS. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for India whether 
his attention has been directed to an 
order issued by the Governor General ot 
India forbidding Indian princes to travel 
abroad or visit Europe without the 
Viceroy’s Imperial permission; is he 
aware that this order has caused discon- 
tent, and can he state on what grounds 
this order was made, and whether it was 
made with the knowledge and sanction 
of the Home Government. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middlesex, 
Ealing): i am cognisant of the circular 
letter to which the hon. Member’s 
question evidently refers, though I cannot 
accept his description of it as an accurate 
one. It was within the competence 
of the Government of India to issue it ; 
no sanction from the Heme Government 
was requisite, and I am not aware that 
it has caused discontent. 


Mr. SWIF? MacNEILL : Under what 
provision has Lord Curzon any right 
to interfere with the private arrange- 
ments of these princes ¢ 


*Lorp G. HAMILTON : I do not think 
that the hon. Gentleman has quite 
mastered the situation. The authority 
and power of the Indian Government 
are behind the Indian princes. When the 


| Indian princes leave their own territory 


they are, im consequence, protected from 
disturbance or disquietude inside their 
territory. Therefore it is not unreason- 
able that the Indian Government should 


3A 
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ask that they should be consulted in| information showing the cause of the 
regard to the frequency and duration of | increasing loss, now approaching three- 
absence from India, during which the | quarters of a million per annum, on the 
reigning princes abandon the reins of | working of the telegraph system of the 


Questions. Questions. 





authority in their own country. 


TURKISH CRUELTIES IN MACEDONIA. 

Ms. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether the Foreign Office is in 
possession of any infosmation regardirg 
recent alleged atrocities committed by 
Turkish officials upon unoffending Bul- 
garian peasants, and has the Govern- 
ment made any representation recently 
to the Sublime Porte in respect to its 
Treaty obligations in regard to its 
Christian subjects 


*TreE UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Vis- 
count CRANKORNE, Rochester) : Rumours 
have recently been prevalent of acts oi 
cruelty perpetrated hy Turkish gen- 
darmes in dealing with Bulgarian revo 
tionists in Macedonia. His Majesty's 
acting Consul at Salonica has inquired 
into the matter, and frem his report it 
would appear that the reports are ex- 
aggerated. His Majesty’s Ambassador 
at Constantinople has called the attention 
of the Turkish Government to the 
matter, and has urged that every effort 
should be made by the Turkish 
authorities to prevent the execution of 
the law being attended with acts of 
cruelty. 


POSTAL TELEGRAPHS—FINANCE. 


Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Canter- 
bury): I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of 
the Exchequer whether he is aware 
that the loss on the telegraph service 
amounted during last year to £587,452, 
or, excluding £130,000 received as 
royalty from the National Telephone 
Company, the loss exceeded £700,000, 
although the total receipts were under 
four millions sterling (Parliamentary 
Paper, No. 34, 1901); and that since 
the telegraphs were taken over by the 
Government the total loss to the country 
has exceeded £8,300,000 ; whether, in 
view of these facts, he is prepared to 
lease the telegraphs to a private com- 
pany, or take any other steps to meet 


| country. 


| THe CHANCELLOR or THE EX. 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks  Beacu, 
Bristol, W.): The figures mentioned by 
‘the hon. Member appear to be approxi- 
mately correct. The sum of £587,452 
is made up of two items, namely, 
£288,502, the excess of expenditure 
over receipts, and £298,860, the interest 
on the capital raised for the purposes 
‘of the Telegraph Acts. I think the 
reason for this loss is that the public 
and their representatives in this House 
have preferred to get a return on the 
capital in the form of facilities for tele- 
graphic communication rather than in 
the form of revenue ; aud that the best 
way to check the increasing deficiency 
in the telegraph account would be to 
discourage, at any rate to some extent. 
demands for expensive concessions which 
do not produce any corresponding in- 
crease of revenue. 


METALLIFEROUS MINES REGULATION 
ACT—SPECIAL RULES. 

Mr. MOSS (Denbighshire, E.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the special rules 
proposed to be established under the 
Metalliferous Mines Regulation Aet, 
1872, in Dr. Foster’s inspection district ; 
'and whether he is aware that in some 
cases special rules have been established 
‘without the miners having had an 
opportunity of considering the same, 
and whether, in future, before any 
special rules are established under the 
said Act he will give the miners an 
opportunity of considering the same 
and of sending objections to the same 
for the consideration of the Home Seecre- 
tary before they are established and 
become law. 


I beg also to ask the right hon. Gentle- 
man whether his attention has been 
called to the fact that some of the special 

‘rules proposed to be established under 
the Metalliferous Mines Regulation Act, 
1872, in Dr. Foster’s inspection district, 


the difficulty ; and has he any official, conflict with the general provisions of 
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that Act, especially Rule 54, applicable 
to ore mines, which provides that where 
ladders are constructed for the ascent 
or descent of persons in the mines the 
distance between the platforms shall 
not exceed ten yards, whereas Section 
23, Sub-section 15, of the Act provides 
that the distance between the platforms 
shall not exceed twenty yards; and 
whether he will take steps to make 
the rules conform with the terms of 
the Act. 

*THeE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Rivcuig, Croydon): I will, if I may, 
answer both questions at once. The 
rules referred to have been proposed by 
me to a number of mine owners, with 
the object of securing better and fuller 
provision for the safety of the miners. 
The inspector would, as is well known, 
he ready to receive any representations 
from the miners, and these would, of 
course, be considered by me with a 
view to seeing whether any modifica- 
tions of the rules were in consequence 
necessary. As a matter of fact, these 
rules are very similar to others which 
have been in force for some time in 
other mines in the same districts, and 
as to which no representations or com- 
plaints have ever reached me. I do 
not consider that the particular rule to 
which the hon. Member refers conflicts 
with the general provisions of the Act. 
It adds an additional precaution for 
the safety of the miner, which is, to my 
mind, one of the chief objects of special 
rules. If these rules were to be merely 
copies of that Act I cannot see why they 
should be made at all. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
Boroughs): Will the miners have an 
opportunity of making representations ? 
*Mr. RITCHIE: The Act does not 
require that the miners shall be informed 
of the new rules, when they are pro- 
mulgated by the Home Office, but I 
may say that the inspectors do take 
care so far as is possible to consult the 
miners with regard to matters of this 
kind, and I am always ready to listen 
to any representations which may have 
been made. 

Mr. HERBERT LEWIS: Will it be 
open to the miners to communicate 
with the inspector ? 
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Mr. RITCHIE: Certainly. 


Mr. MOSS: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home 
Department if a new inspector is 


about to be appointed for Dr. Foster’s 
inspection district in the place of Dr. 
Foster, who is retiring; and, if so, 
whether, seeing that all the lead mines 
in this district have been allowed to be 
worked for a period of nearly twenty- 
nine years without special rules, he will 
consider the advisability of withholding 
his sanction from any special rules until 
both the new inspector and the miners 
interested may have had an opportunity 
of considering the same ; and whether, 
having regard to the fact that the miners 
in many portions of Dr. Foster’s district 
in Wales are monoglot Welshmen, he 
will, in appointing a successor to Dr. 
Foster, appoint a gentleman who is able 
to speak and write the Welsh language. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: The arrangements 
necessary in consequence of the retire- 
ment of Dr. Foster are still under my 
consideration ; but I may say that | 
have no intention of departing from the 
present practice, which secures that one 
or more of the inspectors attached to a 
Welsh district shall be able to speak 
and write the Welsh language. As | 
have already indicated, I see no reason 
for delaying the establishment of the 
special rules which I have proposed. 


Mr. MOSS: When special rules are 
established may the miners make repre- 
sentations to the Home Secretary ? 


*Mr. RITCHIE: If any _representa- 
tions are made to me I am always pre- 
pared to consider them. 

CHEQUE BANK LIQUIDATION. 

Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): I 
beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade whether he is aware that the 
Cheque Bank went into voluntary 
liquidation in December last, - but that 
no payment has yet been made to the 
holders of their cheques, though the 
amount in hand is sufficient to pay all 
in full ; and that much is held by persons 
who can ill afford to be kept out of their 
money, and whether he can take any 
steps to expedite the distribution. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHE BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr. GeraLp BALFour, 
3A2 
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Leeds, Central): I understand that the | 
voluntary liquidation of the Cheque | 
Bank is being continued under the 
supervision of the Court, but as no| 
compulsory order has been made, the 
Board of Trade have no control over the 
liquidators, and I am unable to take 
any steps to expedite the distribution 
of the funds. 


Questions. 


Mr. BARTLEY : Are we to understand 
that a matter like this may go on for 
months without anything being done ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The Board 


of Trade have no control. [ama sufferer 


myself. 
P. AND O. COMPANY—ACCOMMODA- 
TION FOR LASCARS. 
Mr. JOYCE (Limerick): I beg to 


ask the President of the Board of Trade 
whether he can state if the Peninsular 
and Oriental Steamship Company are 
now providing the Lascar seamen on 
the vessels of their fleet with 72 cubic 
feet of ‘space as accommodation, as 
specified in Section 210 of the Merchant 
Shipping Act, 1894; whether he can 
now state if the lawsuit which the 


Board of Trade have, during the past ° 


eighteen months, been endeavouring to 
arrange with this company, with a view 
to testing whether the Imperial Merchant 
Shipping Act applies to Lascars serving 
on board British ships, is likely to be 
heard, and whether he can explain the 
delay in its being brought before the 
courts. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The Pen- 
insular and Oriental Company do not | 
in all cases provide their Lascar seamen 
with the space required by Section 210 
of the Merchant Shipping Act, 1894. 
When space is not so provided no deduc- 
tion from tonnage with respect to the 
deficient space is allowed. The petition 


of right presented by the Peninsular | 


and Oriental Company was duly fiated 
by the Attorney General towards the 
end of last year, 
behalf of the Crown has been delivered. 
No undue delay has occurred in bringing 
the proceedings to this point, and it may 
be expected that the petition will be set 
down for hearing shortly. 
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ON 


Questions. 


ACCOMMODATION 

RAILWAYS. 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): I beg to ask the President of 
the Board of Trade if he will lay upon 
the Table the correspondence which has 
passed between the Board of Trade and 
the various railway companies with a 
view to securing adequate accommodation 
and haulage facilities for cycles in accord. 
ance with the representations of the 


CYCLE 


various English, Welsh, Scotch, and 


Irish cycling unions. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: LI shall 
be happy to consider the propriety of 
presenting the correspondence as soon 
as it is complete. Many of the communi- 
cations have been verbal, and not of a 
strictly official character. The Board 
are still in communication with the 
Railway Association, and are expecting 
a reply from that body. 


Sr HOWARD VINCENT: When 
may we expect to have the correspon- 
dence 2? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: That de- 
pends on the other side. I am awaiting 
their reply. 


Sirk HOWARD VINCENT: Will it 
be published within a month ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I cannot 
say. 


COAL—COST OF PRODUCTION. 

Mr. M‘'KENNA (Monmouthshire, N.): 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade whether he could give an 
estimate, approximate or problematical, 
of the average cost per ton of coal pro- 
duced in 1897 for all expenses other 
than miners’ wages. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I 


unable to give such an estimate. 


am 


COAL—ROYALTIES AND WAY-LEAVES. 

Mr. M‘'KENNA: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether 
he could give an estimate of the average 
charge per ton of coal produced in the 
United Kingdom in respect of royalties 
and way-leaves. 
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no recent estimate could be given. 


Mr. M‘KENNA: Can the right hon. 


Gentleman give the most recent estimate ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I think 
the most recent estimate is to be found 
in the Report of the Mining Royalties 
Commission in 1889. In that year it 
was estimated that the coal royalties 
came to £4,000,000, and the way-leaves 
to about £200,000. 


COAL DUTY DEBATE. 
Mr. M‘'KENNA: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether 
he will lay upon the Table the promised 


statement of figures relating to the pro-| 


posed coal duty at a date early enough to 
permit of the figures being made use of 
on the occasion of the discussion on the 
next stage of the Finance Bill. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I hope to 
be able to lay a statement of this nature 
upon the Table in good time for the dis- 
cussion. 


ALIEN IMMIGRATION. 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT: I beg to 
ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board if the Registrar General has 
been able yet to furnish the numbers of 
aliens found in the country, and especially 
in London, at the recent census ; and if, 
having regard to the danger of the con- 
tinued immigration of four to five thou- 
sand persons a month of introducing the 
plague, he will consider the desirability 
of re-establishing the regulations adopted 
by his predecessor, the right hon. Member 
for East Wolverhampton, at the time 
of the cholera outbreak in Hamburg. 


THe PRESIDENT or THE LOCAL 


. GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Water 


Lone, Bristol, S.): Particulars as to the 
number of aliens will be published in the 
detailed abstract of the census returns 
required by the Census Act, but I learn 
from the Registrar General that he is not 
at present in a position to furnish them. 
I presume that the regulations to which 
my hon. friend refers were those dealing 
with vessels which, though not infected 
with cholera, had on board passengers in 


a filthy or unwholesome condition, or. 


{10 May 1901} 
Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No, Sir;' 


i cholera. 
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had come from a place infected with 
If so, I may state that similar 
regulations were made by my predecessor 
in 1896, extending also to plague. The 
regulations are still in force, and apply 
wherever the medical officer of health 
certifies that the action contemplated by 
them is desirable with a view of checking 
the introduction or spread of the disease. 
I may, however, add that aliens who come 
to reside in London for the most part 
arrive from ports which are not infected 
with plague. 


Questions. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
Thanet): Does the right hon. Gentle- 
man contemplate redeeming the pledge 
given by the Government in regard to 
legislation ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: 


what ? 


In respect of 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: To check 


immigration. 


Mr. WALTER LONG : I have nothing 
to do with aliens, except so far as they 
touch the public health. 


FOREST GATE POOR LAW SCHOOLS. 

Dr. FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the President of 
the Local Government Board whether 
he can say how many children have 
suffered from scarlet fever during 1900 
and 1901 at the Forest Gate Poor Law 
Schools. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I understand 
that there was no case of scarlet fever 
during 1900 at the Forest Gate School. 
There appear to have been thirteen cases 
this year down to the 4th instant. 


BOARDING OUT PAUPER CHILDREN. 


Mr. MOSS: I beg to ask the President 
of the Local Government Board whether 
he can state how many pauper children 
(giving the number of boys and girls 
separately) chargeable to any union or 
parish in Wales were boarded-out in 
homes beyond the limits of such union or 
parish in the year 1900, and how many 
orphan or deserted children (giving the 
numbers of boys and girls separately) 
were relieved by the guardians of any 
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union or parish in Wales by boarding | whether there is any condition in the 
such children in homes within the limits | lease that at its termination these settlers 
of the union or separate parish to which | will be put under the Crofters’ Holdings 
they are chargeable ; and seeing that the | (Scotland) Act, 1886, and not be liable to 
Local Government Board have power to | eviction or increased rentals; and did 
appoint lady inspectors to supervise and | the Congested Districts Board endeavour 
report upon the boarding out of pauper | to arrange with Lord Fincastle for these 
and orphan and deserted children, will he | twenty-four settlers to become tenants 
state how many such inspectors have | under the Crofters’ Act instead of under 
been appointed in England and Wales | lease ; if so, will he say on what ground 
respectively ; and, if none have been | Lord Fincastle declined to act on the 
appointed in Wales, whether, having | Board’s suggestion. 

regard to the fact that practically the 

whole of Wales is now within the district | *Tue LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
of one poor law inspector only (instead | GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire) : The reply 
of two as formerly), he will consider the | to the first paragraph of the hon. Mem- 
advisability of appointing one or more | per’s question is thirty-one years. The 


Questions. 





lady inspectors in Wales to superintend | 
and report upon the boarding out by the 
guardians of pauper, orphan and deserted 
children. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Returns are| 


| 


| portion of the third is that the Congested 


reply to the second paragraph is in the 
negative, and the answer to the first 


Districts Board did endeavour to arrange 
that the new holdings should be under 
the Crofters’ Acts, but it is within the 


made to the Local Government Board | proprietor’s rights to decline without 


as to the state of pauperism on the Ist 
January and Ist July in each year. 
According to the Returns for Ist July and 
lst January last there were no children 
chargeable to unions in Wales who were 
boarded out beyond the limits of the 
unions, but there were on the latter date 
497 children boarded out in homes in 
Wales within the unions to which they 
were chargeable. The Returns do not 
show how many of these were boys and 
how many girls. There are two lady 
inspectors whose duty it is to inspect 
and report upon the work of committees 
established for boarding out children 
beyond the limits of the union to which 
they are chargeable. Wales is included 
in the district of one of these inspectors, 
and if a committee of this sort were 
established there it would be the duty 
of this lady to inspect and report on the 
work of the committee. At present, how- 
ever, there are no such committees 
in Wales. 


SCOTTISH CROFTER HOLDINGS— 
LORD FINCASTLE’S ESTATE. 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the Lord Advocate, as repre- 


| : ; ; 
| assigning reasons, and in this case none 


have been assigned. 


ULLAPOOL SCHOOL BOARD. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 


Advocate, as representing the Secretary 
for Scotland, whether he is aware that 
| the Governors of the Trust for Education 
in the Highlands and Islands of Scotland 
withheld the grant for the year 1900 
'from the Ullapool School Board on ae- 
‘count of alleged irregularities in the 
years 1898 and 1899 ; and in view of the 
fact that this action on the part of the 
governors of the trust will throw an 
additional burden on the ‘school board 
rates for this district, will the Scotch 
Education Department take such steps 
|as may be necessary to secure to the 
| board the grant for 1900. 





| answer to the first paragraph of the hon. 
| Member’s question is in the affirmative. 
The irregularities referred to by the hon. 
Member, which are admitted by the 


—— board, rendered the grant liable 


to permanent reduction or withdrawal. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The | 





senting the Secretary for Scotland, if he | In deciding to withhold the grant for one 
will state for what number of years | year only, the Governors of the Trust for 
leases have been granted to twenty-four | Education in the Highlands and Islands 
settlers on the estate of Lord Fincastle! of Scotland have made a very moderate 
at Boroe, Bernera, Harris ; will he state | use of their powers under the scheme, 
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and the Department see no reason to | FOREIGN TRAWLERS IN THE MORAY 
interfere with their decision. FIRTH. 
| Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Mr. WEIR: I shall call attention to | Advocate if he will state how many 
this matter on the Estimates. | foreign trawlers were observed by the 
Fishery Board cruisers in the Moray 
SCOTTISH CONGESTED DISTRICTS Firth during the year ending 31st 
BOARD. December, 1900, and will he state the 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord | number of vessels of each nationality. 
Advocate, as representing the Secretary | 
for Scotland, if he will state the average | *Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I am 
price per acre paid for the land acquired informed by the Fishery Board that 
by the Congested Districts Board for | during 1900 there were forty foreign 
each settlement of crofters in the crofting | trawlers reported by commanders of 
counties ; and will he say whether any | fishery cruisers as having been observed 
crofters or cottars have been migrated working in the Moray Firth. Of these 
to districts outside the congested area ; five were Danish, eight Icelandic, four 
and, if any, will he give their number. German, seven Norwegian, six Belgian, 
‘and ten Dutch. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: [| 

regret I am unable to supply the average | CROIR FARM, LEWIS. 

price per acre as asked in the hon. Mem-| Mr WEIR: I heg to ask the Lord 
ber’s question ; the calculation would be | Advocate, as representing the Secretary 
not only useless but misleading. Some | for Seotland. whether the Congested 
families have been moved from areas! Districts Board have received a memorial 
where congestion of population is great from the cottars and fishermen of Tobson, 
to other places, but if by the congested | Bernera, Island of Lewis, urging that 
area the hon. Member intends to describe | the Board should acquire Cee Pie 
the area of operations of the Congested | for their occupation at fair rentals; and 
Districts Board, the answer is that as yet wil] a member of the Crofters’ Commis- 


no such removals have taken place. | sion be sent to the district to inquire into 

'and report on the cause of the land 

CHICKEN REARING IN THE agitation and unrest among the people of 
HIGHLANDS. Bernera, Island of Lewis. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord, 
Advocate, as representing the Secretary); *THe SOLICITOR GENERAL For 
for Scotland, having regard to the state-, SCOTLAND (Mr. Dickson, Glasgow, 
ment contained on page 17 of the Report Bridgeton): The answer to the first 
of the Congested Districts Board for! paragraph is in the affirmative. Such 
Scotland, will he say how many cockerels | steps will be taken as from time to time 
and pullets have been distributed, and) the Secretary for Scotland thinks ex- 
will he say how much has been expended | pedient. 
by the Board during the year ending | 
31st March last in the encouragement of CIVIL SERVICE SECOND DIVISION 
poultry keeping in the congested area ; | CLERKS—PROMOTIONS. 
and will arrangements be made for, Caprain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
information on this point to be given in| I beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
future Reports. 'whether he can state the names of the 
| various offices in which senior assistant 
*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: Up) clerks have been promoted to be second 
to 31st March I am informed by the Con-| division clerks under Clause 15 of the 
gested Districts Board only five cockerels | Order in Council of November, 1898, 
and twenty-two hens were sent, as the| and the number of such promotions in 
matter is still in an experimental stage. | each office. 
It is not possible to separate the expendi- | 
ture on the experiment from that on the| Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
other matters mentioned in the same | THE TREASURY (Mr. AusTEN CHAMBER- 
paragraph. | LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): The total 
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number of assistant clerks so promoted 
up tothe 8thinstant is seventy-two. The 
cases of five other candidates for promo- 
tion are still in the hands of the Civil 
Service Commissioners. It would not 
be possible to state the numbers pro- 


Questions. 


moted in the several offices within the | 
usual limits of an answer, but I shall be} 
happy to give the information privately | 


to the hon. and gallant Member if he 
desires it. 


POST OFFICE SENIOR TELEGRAPHISTS 
AND OVERSEERS. 

Major EVANS-GORDON 

Hamlets, Stepney): I beg to ask the 

Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 

ing the Postmaster General, with refer- 


ence to the increase of appointments of | 
senior telegraphists and overseers which | 


has been sanctioned in the metropolitan 


districts, whether it can be stated what } 


duties have been allocated to the positions, 
and from what date the appointments 
will take effect. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
The hon. Member appears to be under 
some misapprehension in this matter. 
The Postmaster General has not sanc- 
tioned an increase of appointments for 
overseers or senior telegraphists in the 
metropolitan districts. 


LADIES’ GALLERY VENTILATION. 
CoLtoneL TUFNELL (Essex, 8.E.): I 
beg to ask the First Commissioner of 


Works if his attention has been called | 


to the inadequate ventilation of the 
Ladies’ Gallery ; and whether it is pos- 
sible to take any steps to improve it 
during the present session. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN (for 
Mr. Akers Dove as): My right hon. 
friend’s attention has been called to the 
matter referred to by my hon. and 
gallant friend, and it has been referred 
to the Committee now sitting on the 
House of Commons Accommodation. 


LABOURERS’ COTTAGES AT BIRR. 


{COMMONS} 
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THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE. 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): The 
| defects of the scheme were fully detailed 
ina letter addressed by the Local Govern- 
ment Board to the district council in 
August last. These were that there 
was not sufficient evidence of the state- 
ments in the representations ; that due 
efforts were not made to utilise unoccupied 
dwellings, and that the interests of 
owners and occupiers were generally 
ignored. 


Questions, 


IMPRISONMENT OF MR. M‘HUGH, M.P. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
|I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
| Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
will cause the Committee of Visiting 
Justices of Kilmainham Gaol to be sum- 
moned, or take any other steps neces- 
sary, for the purpose of allowing Mr. 
M‘Hugh, M.P., to edit and conduct his 
newspaper, the Sligo Champion, to the 
same extent that Mr. W. IT. Stead was 
allowed to edit and conduct the Pall Mall 
(fazette when imprisoned in Holloway 
Gaol in 1885. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The privileges 
granted to Mr. M‘Hugh in this respect 
are identical with those formerly enjoyed 
by Mr. Stead. A special meeting of the 
Visiting Committee acceded to Mr. 
M‘Hugh’s request, subject to the stipula- 
tion that he should avoid all reference 
to his imprisonment and to the circum- 
stances which led up to it. 


POOR LAW SUPERANNUATION BILL. 
| Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.): I beg to 
'ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the Local 
|Government Board can state how many 
| boards of guardians passed resolutions 
in favour of the Poor Law Superannua- 
‘tion Bill on the understanding that it 
| would be no cost to the rates, and 

whether these unions will be informed 
iby the Local Government Board that 
| the Probate Duty Grant is a fixed grant, 
| and that there are no separate payments 


Mr. REDDY (King’s County, Birr): | from it for superannuation allowances. 





I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the | 

Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he will} Mr. WYNDHAM: Some sixty boards 

state in what respect the scheme for| of guardians appear to have been in- 

labourers’ cottages in Birr No. 1 rural | fluenced by the consideration mentioned 

district was carelessly prepared. in the first paragraph when passing 
} 
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resolutions in favour of the Bill. 


Pub- 


ricity has already been given to the facts | 


leferred to in the second paragraph, and 
[ do not think that further action is called 
for on the part of the Local Government 
Board. 


RIVER MOURNE WEIR. 


Mr. M‘'FADDEN (Donegal, E.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 


is aware that a weir is constructed across | 


the River Mourne, county Tyrone, near 
Sion Mills, for the purpose of supplying 
Sion Mills with water for their working ; 
and that, although by Section 41 of 


5 and 6 Vic., cap. 106, amended by | 


Section 9 of 26 and 27 Vie., cap. 114, 


every weir constructed across a river 


must have a free pass in accordance with | 


the regulations set forth in the last-men- 
tioned Act, there is no such free pass in 
the weir at Sion Mills, the result of the 
want of such pass being that salmon are 
never able to reach the upper stretches 


of the River Mourne until a flood comes | 
and carries them over the weir; and | 
whether the attention of the Conserva- | 
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| UNITED IRISH LEAGUE MEETINGS— 
POLICE INTERFERENCE. 

Masor JAMESON (Clare, W.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that a peaceable meeting of the United 
Irish League at Mullagh, county Clare, 
on Sunday, the 28th April last, was 
| dispersed, and Mr. Matthew Kelly, county 
councillor of county Clare, was prevented 
addressing his constituents, and that 
| this is the place where a police sergeant 
and constable were lately dismissed for 
“manufacturing evidence against people ; 
;and will he take such steps as may be 
necessary to prevent police interference 
with legal meetings, as well as to pre- 
vent the liberties of the electors being 
placed in jeopardy by suborned evidence. 


Questions. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The meeting was 
not allowed to take place in close prox- 
imity to the residence of a certain indi- 
| vidual in Mullagh; but it was held a 
mile outside the village, and was not 
interfered with there. The answer to 
the second query is in the negative. No 
steps are called for, since the police do not 
interfere with legal meetings. 


tors of Fisheries for the locality will be | 


directed to the want of the free pass, and 
steps taken by them to compel the owners 
of the weir to put it in a proper condition, 
so that the progress of salmon to the 


upper stretches of said river may not be | 


impeded. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: 
be referred to the local Board of Conserva- 


tors, with instructions to see that all the | 


provisions of the fishery laws applicable 
thereto are observed. 
IRELAND. 


NATIONAL LIBRARY OF 


Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): I beg to | 


ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the report 
for 1900 of the trustees of the National 


Library of Ireland has yet been received | 
by the Department of Agriculture and | 


Technical Instruction ; and whether the 
opinions of the trustees, as expressed in 
that report, will be laid before the House 
at the earliest possible opportunity. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The replies to both 
inquiries are in the affirmative. 


The matter will | 


| Mason JAMESON: Will the right 
| hon. Gentleman inquire further into this 
subject ? 

not think 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I do 


| that necessary. 


Mr. ROCHE (Galway, E.): I beg to 
'ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that at a United Irish League 
' meeting held in county Galway on Sun- 
day last, a policeman struck Mr. Fin- 
_nerty, D.C., on the face with his clenched 
‘hand, and another struck him a heavy 
blow with a baton on the head: and 
whether he will state what Mr. Finnerty 
did to justify the policemen’s conduct, 
‘and whether he will inquire into this 
matter. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Mr. Finnerty 
violently resisted the police in the execu- 
| tion of their duty, and in the course of 
the struggle received a slight blow on 
| the head with a baton. So far as I have 
' been able to ascertain, he was not struck 


| in the face by anyone’s fist. The meet- 


1 
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ing was advertised to be held at Kiltulla. | and will he see that this sum, amounting 

The promoters were informed that no | to £1,078 17s., will be paid by the depart- 

objection would be taken to a meeting | ment liable. 

there, but were warned that they must | 

not attempt to adjourn it to Carnavelly,| Mr. WYNDHAM: I have on various 

in close proximity to the residence of an | occasions, when my hon. friend no doubt 

individual who was entitled to protection | was not present in the House, replied to 

from intimidation. similar questions, and stated the position 

which the Government takes on this 

BOYS’ QUARREL AT CULDAFF. subject. I shall be happy to give him in 
Mr. O'DOHERTY (Donegal, N.): 1. writing a fuller explanation than the 

beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the | limits of an answer allow. 

Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether his | 

attention has been called to an attack | pROoPOSED ALTERATION OF DUBLIN 

made on a boy named James Warnock | NNION AREAS. 


whilst on his way to divine worship at} fp NANNETTI (Dublin, College 





Gleneely Protestant Church (Culdaff, 
county Donegal) ; whether the Culdaff 
constabulary were 
occurrence, and did they investigate the 
facts in connection therewith; and 
did they discover who committed the 
alleged assault, and what steps, if any, 
have been taken by the constabulary to 
prosecute the offender. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The occurrence 
referred to arose out of a quarrel between 
two young boys. It was inquired into 
by the police, who do not propose to take 
proceedings as suggested. 


COUNTY ANTRIM LUNATIC ASYLUM. 

Mr. MOORE (Antrim, N.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland can he state 
whether any sum has been paid to the 
eredit of the County Antrim Lunatic 
Asylum by way of capitation grant in 
respect of the period Ist January, 1898, 


to Ist April, 1898; is he aware that a | 


payment was made on the 22nd June, 
1899, being a sum of £4,173 11s., and 
expressed to be for the service of the 


year ending 31st December, 1898, and 
the next payment for one year's service | 


from ist April, 1899, to 31st March, 
1900, being a sum of £4,474 18s. 4d. ; 
will he state whether this grant, in 
respect of the period from 1st January, 
1899, to Ist April, 1899, is a charge on 
the Exchequer ; or whether the Local 
Government (Ireland) Act, in trans- 
ferring the charge to the Local Taxation 
(Ireland) Account, did so retrospectively, 
to as to cover this period ; which depart- 
ment is now liable for payment of same ; 


informed of the | 


| Green): I beg to ask the Chief Secre- 
| tary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he has seen a copy of the reso- 
lution, adopted by the North Dublin 
Union, protesting against the trans- 
ference of the Chapelizod, Conyngham 
Road, and Longmeadows townlands 
from the North Dublin Union to the 
|South Dublin Union, thus lessening the 
valuation of the North Dublin Union ; 
and, in view of the hardship entailed 
by such transference on the ratepayers 
‘of the north side of Dublin and the 
protests against such transference by, 
among other bodies, the Dublin Corpora- 
| tion, whether he will have the decision 
altered and leave these townlands with 
the North Dublin Union. 


to the) 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The transfer of 
the townlands became necessary in 
consequence of the provisions of Section 
48 of the Dublin Corporation Act and of 
Section 24 (c) of the Local Government 
Act. There is no power to rescind the 
decision arrived at. A deputation from 
‘the North Dublin Union recently re- 
ceived a full explanation of this question 
from the Vice-President of the Local 
Government Board, and agreed that the 
| change was inevitable. 


Mr. NANNETTI: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that the North Dublin 
| Guardians passed a resolution last week 


| protesting against the transference 4 


| Mr. WYNDHAM: I have informed 
‘the hon. Gentleman what decision has 
| been come to. This is part of a much 
| wider question. 
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GLENTIES WORKHOUSE--APPOINT- 
MENT OF MASTER. 

Mr. BOYLE (Donegal, W.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 


aware that, though Mr. Richard Kelly, 
inspector to the Local Government 
Board, was present on the occasion of 
the appointment of John Timoney as 
master to the Glenties Workhouse, 
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‘turning to Queenstown ; and, in view 


of the possible repetition of similar 


scenes, whether the local police autho- 
; , ‘a | rities will take the necessary steps to 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is | 


county Donegal, he did not inform the | 


guardians that they were acting illegally, 
and that he examined Timoney, as well 


their attention was drawn by the Local 
Government Board to the illegality of 


the appointment decided at once to re- | 


advertise for a new appointment, and 


provide for the presence of a sufficient 
number of constables in uniform at the 
station named for the protection of peace- 
able travellers. 


Mr WYNDHAM: I am _ informed 
that six constables were present on the 
oceasion, and that with the exception 


: |of one assault committed by a marine 
as other candidates, as to his qualifica- | 
tions ; that the guardians immediately | 


did so, merely requesting the Local | 


Government Board to sanction 
temporary employment of Timoney ; 


ployment the decree was granted against 
the guardians; and whether, seeing 
that the guardians acted in good faith 
throughout, and that the inspector of 


the | 


no further disturbance took place. The 
man assiulted ran away, and gave no 
assistance to the police in identifying his 
assailant. 


‘INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION IN 
IRELAND. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 


‘ ; ‘ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
and that it was for this temporary em- | y 


the Local Government Board was present | 


when the appointment was made, he 
will advise the Board to remit the sur- 
charge of the payment made on a valid 
decree of a court of law. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The inspector had 
no knowledge of Mr. Timoney’s dis- 
qualification when the election 
made on the 5th August. On the 19th 
August, the Local Government Board 
explained that Mr. Timoney was not 
qualified and that a new appointment. 
was necessary. But the guardians after 
this warning retained Mr. Timoney’s 
services for six weeks, and they entered 
no defence to the action which he brought 
to recover his salary. I am, therefore, 
not prepared to reopen the case. 


DISORDERLY CONDUCT OF 
AT CORK RAILWAY STATION. 
Mr. FLYNN: 1 beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether the attention 
of the constabulary authorities 


was | 


Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
say why the new scheme of intermediate 
education has been so long delayei, and 
when it will be issued. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Board of In- 
termediate Education is actively engaged 
in the preparation of the new rules and 
programme, which, I believe, will shortly 
be presented to Parliament. 


ACCOMMODATION AT WEST- 
PORT, CO. MAYO. 

Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether, in view of the 
fact that, in the electoral division of 
Shramore, in the Westport union 
(county Mayo), there are nearly 100 
children who are six miles away from 
the nearest school, he will see that a 


SCHOOL 


| school is established within a convenient 
| distance from those children. 


— _be made to the Commissioners for the 


has | 


been called to the scenes of disorder | 
which occurred at the Cork terminus | 


of the Great Southern and Western 
Railway on Sunday last, owing to the 
misconduct of sailors and marines re- 


{ 


| 
| 


Mr.WYNDHAM: If an application 


establishment of a school in this locality 
it will be considered. 


BIRR AND PORTUMNA LINE. 
Mr. ROCHE: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether the Government will 
advance £24,000, the amount required 


_by the Great Southern and Western 
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Railway Company towards restoring 
and working the Birr and Portumna line. 


Questions. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The answer to this 


question is in the negative. 


JURY CHALLENGING IN IRELAND. 

Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.): I beg 
to ask Mr. Attorney General for [reland 
if he can state the procedure usually 
adopted by Crown Prosecutors in Ireland, 
or on their behalf, to ascertain the re- 
ligion of jurors, and what steps have 
been taken with a view to learn whether 
Crown Prosecutors in Ireland keep any 
record of the religion of jurors. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, London- 
derry, N.): There is no procedure to 
ascertain the religion of jurors, nor is 
their religion ever inquired into. Nosuch 
steps have been taken, and Crown 
Prosecutors are expressly directed not 
to take any action in reference to jurors 
on account of their religion. 


Mr. FLYNN: Is it not the fact that 


Crown Prosecutors are provided with | 


marked lists ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: Not in reference 
to the religion of the jurors. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Are not the 
lists marked “S ” and “ P ’—“ Steady ” 
and ‘* Protestant ’’? 


{No answer was returned. ] 


CAVAN AND LEITRIM RAILWAY MAIL 
CONTRACT. 

Mr.M‘GOVERN (Cavan, W.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he is aware that the Secretary 
of the General Post Office has received a 
letter from the Secretary of the Cavan 
and Leitrim Railway Company, dated 
the 4th instant, stating that, unless the 
subsidy for carrying the mails was in- 
creased, the railway company would dis- 
continue the service ; can he state what 
objection the Department has to pay 
parcels rates for the conveyance of its 
mails, as it offered to do in 1890, and do 
the Department intend to deprive the 
districts served by this company during 
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| the past nine years of any day mail in the 
| future in order that it may save a sum of 
| £40 or £50 a year. 


Questions. 





Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: A 
| letter has been received from the Cavan 
and Leitrim Railway Company inti- 
| mating that they will consider the ques- 
(tion of discontinuing the mail service 
unless they receive such an increase in 
| the payment as they consider reasonable. 
|The Postmaster General is,’ however, 
advised that the company cannot refuse 
| to convey the mails, as under the Cavan, 
| Leitrim, and Roscommon Light Railway 
Order they are bound to perform all such 
reasonable services in regard to the con- 
'veyance of mails as the Postmaster 
General may require. As explained to 
| the hon. Member a day or two ago, the 
/work performed by the company in 
| respect of the conveyance of mail bags is 
| very much less than in res;ect of ordinary 
'parcels for the public, and the Post- 
master General therefore considers that 
he would not be justified in paying at 
parcel rates for the conveyance of mails. 


BALTINGLASS POST ‘OFFICE. 

Mr. JAMES O’CONNOR: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
| whether a memorial has been received 
from the inhabitants of Baltinglass, 
county Wicklow, pointing out the need 
of making the sub-office a chief office for 
the district, and whether the prayer 
of the memorial will be favourably 
considered by the Postmaster General. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
Yes, Sir, the memorial has been received, 
and the subject is being inquired into. 


DERRY CENTRAL RAILWAY. 


Mr. M‘'FADDEN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury if he has re- 
ceived a copy of a resolution passed at a 
meeting of the Magherafelt District 
Council regretting the loss which the 
proposed sale of the Derry Central Rail- 
way to the Belfast and Northern Coun- 

ties Railway Company will entail on its 
'shareholders, and urging the Treasury 
to refuse its sanction to the scheme for 
the distribution of the balance of the 
purchase money after payment of the 
amount due to the Treasury, unless 
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provision is made for its equal distri-| reply to the second is: To prevent the 
bution amongst all classes of share-| continuance of the commission of a 
holders ; and whether, considering the | crime by the further dissemination of a 
feeling amongst the local representative | seditious libel, and to seize the instru- 
bodies against the proposed division of | ment by which the crime was being 
the balance of the purchase money, and/| committed. The reply to the third is: 
that the said resolution was not legally| Under the Common Law, which autho- 
rises the prevention of crime and the 


Suppression of the 





passed, the Treasury will withhold their | 


consent to the proposed sale, and their 


support of the Bill to be introduced for | 


the sanctioning of this sale, until a legally 


and properly constituted meeting of the | . 
reply I desire to ask leave to move the 


shareholders is called to decide upon the 


distribution of the balance of the purchase | 


money. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 


Yes, Sir. I received a copy of the reso- 


lution referred to in the question, but it | 


is not for the Treasury to determine how 
the sum set apart for shareholders in the | 
Derry Central Company is to be distri- 


buted among the different interests 
concerned. ‘This is a question for the 


Committee to which the Bill must be | 


IRISH UNIVERSITY EDUCATION. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to | 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he is yet in a position to name | 
the members of the Royal Commission | 
on Irish University Education. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHE TREASURY 
(Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester, E.): I 
am sorry to say I am not yet in a 
position to give the information the 
hon. Member desires. 








SUPPRESSION OF THE JRISH PEOPLE 
NEWSPAPER. 


[MOTION FOR ADJOURNMENT. ] 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary for Ireland 
whether yesterday's issue ot the Irish 
People newspaper was seized last night 
in Dublin ; on what ground that seizure 
was made; by what:law the procedure 
was ordered ; and whether the officers 
who effected the seizure were provided 
with warrants. 


Mr. WYNDHAM : 
first question is in the affirmative. 


The reply to the 
The 





| forty 


referred. | 


preservation of the evidence. The answer 
to the last question is in the negative. 


Mr. DILLON : In consequence of that 


adjournment of the House for the pur- 
pose of discussing a definite matter of 


| urgent public importance—namely,* the 


action of the Executive Government in 
seizing the Irish People newspaper in 
Dublin last night.” 


The pleasure of the House not having 
been signified, Mr. SPEAKER called on 


| those Members who supported the motion 


to rise in their places, and not less than 
Members having accordingly 
risen—— 

Mr. DILLON : [ think, although some 
hon. Members answered ‘‘ No” when 
you, Sir, asked the House, it will be the 


/ almost unanimous opinion of the House 


that it would be impossible to imagine 
an occasion on which this right to move 
the adjournment of the House to call 
attention to a definite matter of urgent 
public importance was more legitimately 
availed of than on this present occasion. 
What is the transaction of which we 
complain? That one of the most im- 
portant and influential newspapers in 
Ireland, the recognised organ of a great 
National organisation, which is repre- 
sented in this House by many Members, 
was yesterday seized in the streets of 
Dublin and in the office of publication 
by the officers of the law, without war- 
rants, and we have not been informed 
by the Chief Secretary of the course of 
action which the Government proposes 


to take. I think that if the Executive 
Government, acting under what is 


known as the Common Law, seizes the 
issue of a newspaper for the dissemina- 
tion of an alleged seditious libel, it com- 
mits one of the gravest acts which the 
Executive Government can be guilty of 
in this country. I wish to make this 
comment on the reply which I have just 
received. The right hon. Gentleman, 
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in giving the reasons for this seizure, 
stated that one reason was “to obtain 
evidence.” I challenge that as an un- 
candid answer—— 


Suppression of the 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The word I used 


was to “ preserve ” evidence. 


Mr. DILLON: Ido not think there 
is any difference, because the object of 
obtaining evidence could have been 
obtained by the expenditure of a penny. 
[ deliberately say that, from the recent 
action of the Executive Government 
in Ireland, we are bound to treat this 
as part of the deliberate policy of striking 
and destroying other newspapers. What 
had we the other day in Dublin ? 
A great National daily journal was 
hauled before the High Court in Dublin 
at the instance of the Attorney General. 
Why? Simply because it was a powerful 
and influential opponent of the present 
Government, and for no other reason ; 
and the paper was allowed out of court 
because the scandal was so monstrous 
that even a certain distinguished judge 
shrank back. Now this is the next step, 
and a great National weekly journal is 
struck at by a high-handed and grossly 
illegal action of the Government. The 
Government have seized an important 
newspaper without warrant or authority. 


[ wish to put a few questions to the Chief | 


Secretary in connection with this matter, 
and I hope he will answer them when 
he replies. As to which of the articles 
in the paper was the seizure deter- 
mined upon, and who adjudicated 
upon them and decided that the paper 
should be seized ? Were they submitted 
to the Government, or were they adjudi- 
cated to be seditious by some obscure 
official sitting in a back parlour of 
Dublin Castle? We are entitled to know 
the steps and all the details of the 
process by which this extraordinarily 
high-handed act of public policy and, as 
I maintain, grossly illegal act, was com- 
mitted against the liberty of the press in 
Ireland. The second question I would 
like to ask is, whether it is proposed to 
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| dissemination of seditious libel. He gave 
be information as to whom the seditious 
{libel was applied to. Seditious libel is 
|an expression that plays a great part 
in the history of this country. There 
\is hardly the bearer of a single name 
connected with the long struggle for 
the freedom of the press in England 
that was not made the mark for prose- 
cution and persecution in this country 
for sedition. It is a word of evil omen. 
| Now, Sir, I have looked over this news- 
paper, and I have seen pretty strong 
writing in it. The first three columns 
are devoted to a very scathing and a very 
severe attack on the Chief Secretary. 
Is that the seditious libel for which the 
paper is seized? The right hon. Gentle- 
man shakes his head. I suppose that 
means that the paper was not seized for 
an attack upon him, but it is an un- 
fortunate coincidence that this issue of 
| the paper is the first since the advent of 
the right hon. Gentleman to Ireland in 
which he is attacked. The only other 
thing I can find in the paper is a very 
strong and a very violent attack upon 
His Majesty. Is that the libel complained 
of 2 


“Trish People” Newspaper. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, that is the 
libel. 


Mr. DILLON: Well, if that is the 
libel complained of, I will address my 
‘observations chiefly to that question. 
As regards the language in which that 
attack is couched, I think that that is 
entirely beside the question, and I 
decline to discuss it. The Attorney 
General for Ireland laughs, but I 
decline to be drawn into a discussion 
on the language, and for this reason— 
in my opinion, if that language had been 
ten times as strong and as violent as 
it is, it would not in the least degree 
alter the strength of my case. My case 
is that neither the police in Dublin 
Castle, nor the Lord Lieutenant, nor the 
Chief Secretary, nor this House is the 
proper tribunal to judge whether a 
newspaper article is legal or not. I am 





follow up this act by a prosecution ? not going to base my case upon the good 
We are in the dark as to the cause why | taste or strong language, or, if you will, 
the newspaper was seized. The Chief) upon the violence and coarseness of the 
Secretary was obscure in his reply. observations made in this article. My 
He said it was seized for the purpose of | case is this—that if you consent to leave: 
putting a stop to the machinery for the \to an official of the Government the 


Mr. Dillon. 
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right to say what ought to be written , protection of the law, and cannot be 
or what ought not to be written in a| suppressed by the will of a Minister, 
newspaper, the liberty of the press has | no matter how large the majority he has 
completely disappeared. I repeat, if the| at his back. I have no intention of 
language complained of was ten times | quoting from great English writers, as 
more violent than it is it would not in 1 might, to illustrate how violent has 
the least degree alter the strength of the | often been the language used by English- 
case I desire to make. All that weclaim| men of leading in reference to the 
is that, dealing with criticisms of the sovereigns, language which was not 
Sovereign, the same spirit and prin-| noticed by the Governments of the time, 
ciples should be applied to Ireland who felt that the institutions of this 
as in England. I am speaking now/ country were based upon the people's 
of the administration of the law, and/| will. I will not do that. I will merely 
I say from my own experience, and refer to one classical case. That of the 
every hon. Member who has studied Jrish Avatar, written by Lord Byron in 
the question must know, that throughout relation to the visit of George IV. to 
the reign of Her late Majesty Queen | Ireland. Let me quote— 
Victoria certain newspapers in this | ,y.; — , 

‘ sit madness or meanness which clings to 
country used bad language, more violent} him now ? *s 
than anything in this article, and. Sir, — Were he God, as he is but the commonest clay, 
they applied these articles to Her late With scarce fewer wrinkles than sins on his 
Majesty and to her family at a time | g ae a ‘cht sl peels 
when the most violent and revolutionary uae Gigi, ate die 
press in Ireland was singularly free from | 7 ae ae 
criticism of such a character. I affirm) {ili gluttonous despot be stuffed to the 
without fear of contradiction that there | gorge, 
can be found innumerable extracts from And the roar of his drunkards proclaim him 


| 
~ ae eit oe is | at last— 
a this country applying | The fourth of the fools and oppressors called 
epithets and comments to Her late | George. 


Majesty much more violent than any- | [et the tables be loaded with feasts till they 


thing that can be found in the present | groan, 
article. Till they groan like thy people through ages 
of woe; 
Mr. WYNDHAM: No. | Let the wine fow around the old Bacchanal’s 
Throne, 


Like their blood which has flowed, and which 
has yet to flow. 


Mr. DILLON: I say, “ Yes,” and I say, 
when Her late Majesty was on the. 
Throne—we in Ireland always have a| That was the language of an English 
respect for women—the most violent | peer; yet I have never heard that Lord 
and revolutionary newspapers in Ireland | Byron was proceeded against for seditious 
were singularly free from criticism of | libel, or that the Irish Avatar was seized 
such an offensive character as that to | when it was struck from the press. I 
which I have alluded. But, Sir, upon | might quote hundreds of these extracts 
this character of the language nothing | on the same lines. These are as violent 
could be more easy than for me to come |as the imagination could conceive, but 
down to this House and to read out a/| they were not made the cause in those 
long string of quotations and comments days of any attack upon the liberty of the 
published upon the Royal Family of | Press. No doubt we will hear some 
England existing for many generations, | extracts nearly as strong as that which I 
but which during Her late Majesty’s | have just read, but it is in no sense my 
reign were never interfered with, although | business, nor any part of my task, to 
of course they must have excited great | discuss the propriety of the language 
passion and prejudice in the minds of | used in any particular case. A blow has 
hon. Members having a strong reverence | been struck at the liberties of the press ; 
for the Throne. No matter how violent | and speaking, as I do, on behalf of the 
the paper may be, no matter how much | liberties of the press throughout the 
individuals, or even the great majority | whole country, I deny the right of the 
of this House, may condemn the language | Chief Secretary, learned authority as he 
used by a newspaper, it is entitled to the | may be on Shakespeare’s sonnets, or the 
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tary, or Lord Cadogan, to sit in judgment 
on the good taste or the more or less 
force of the language employed in an 
Irish newspaper. 
of wide circulation and importance. 
undoubtedly speaks for a very large 
section of the Irish people. Therefore 


the attempt to suppress it is a gross | 
outrage upon the liberty of the press in | 


Ireland. If it stood alone, I should regard | 
| spirit, and to require from the Govern- 


this action as most sinister. There are 
two methods of criticising the Executive 
Government in Ireland outside this 
House. One is by the right of public 
meeting, and the other by the means of 
the public press. 
been held—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
must keep himself to the definite ques- 
tion before the House. 


Mr. DILLON: It was only by way of 
making an a fortiori case as to the im- 
portance to us of resisting this attempt 
to muzzle the press in Ireland. I will 
not, however, allude to it any further. 
How ean there be an honest and inde- 


spected? And you must regard the 
action of the Government as a whole. 
You must take into account the action 
with regard to the Freeman’s Joxrnal, 
and to the efforts to influence the inde- 
pendence generally of the press in Ireland. 
How can an important newspaper be 
conducted—how can you expect people 
to put their money into these concerns— 
if they are liable to such scandalous 
interference ! How can you suppose the 
editors of such journals to do their duty, 
and express clearly and fully the views 
and wishes of the people, if they are told 
that every article they write must, as in 
Russia, be considered in a back room of 
Dublin Castle, and, if found not agreeable 
to the authorities in all respects, be 
suppressed by police sent into the city for 
that purpose, acting without warning, 
and without the sanction of a warrant. 
What would be said if in this country The 
Times were seized? I hear some hon. 
Members laugh. 
an impossible supposition. They would 
think veritably that the end of the world 
was at hand if that happened. Yet its 
seizure would hardly be such a blow as 


Mr. Dillon. 


{COMMONS} 


Attorney General, or the Under Secre- | this. 


This newspaper is one | 
It 


| the Member for East Mayo. 


Of course it is to them | 


1340 


The Times newspaper is a great 
and wealthy corporation with an enor- 


“‘ Trish People” Newspaper. 


/mous capital, and could stand a seizure 


much better than a poor Irish newspaper 
with limited means. It is not a likely 
thing that The Times would be seized, 
but I have often thought ft deserved 
that treatment. I use the illustration to 
bring home to hon. Members the gravity 
and importance of this transaction. | 
ask the House to treat this in a serious 


ment some justification for the most 
high-handed and arbitrary action of 
which it has been guilty. I beg to move, 


_“ That this House do now adjourn.” 
Public meetings have | 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 


_E.): I rise for the purpose of seconding the 


motion for the adjournment of the House, 
which has been moved by my hon. friend 
The first 
thing which strikes me is the extra- 
ordinary coincidence that tis newspaper 


‘should be suppressed shortly after a 


strong attack was made by it upon the 
conduct of the Chief Secretary at Arklow. 
It cannot be denied that it is a new de- 
parture. I am glad of this seizure in so 


pendent press if its freedom is not re-! far that it compels the Chief Secretary to 


throw off the mask. So long as the right 
hon. Gentleman is in receipt of compli- 


mentary allusions to his own abilities, 


and to his great ancestor Lord Edward 
Fitzgerald, he faces Irish Members with 
soft speeches and courtly manners, but as 
soon as Irishmen consider it their duty to 
deiiver an attack on his conduct as Chief 
Secretary his manner changes, and he 
arbitrarily suppresses the newspaper 
which gave the fullest account of that 
attack, and is determined to have 
recourse to the despotic and outrageous 
methods used by every Chief Secre- 
tary for the last twenty years. ~The 
upshot of the new policy of killing Home 
Rule by kindness, as adopted by one 
with the blood of an Irish patriot 
in his veins, is that in this year 1901 
we are called upon to discuss the very 
practices which were indulged in twenty 
years ago, when Mr. Forster was Chief 
Secretary for Ireland. In those days 
Irish newspapers were suppressed and 
issues seized, and we were told’by Mr. 
Forster that the seizures were necessary 
in order to put down crime and to 
carry on the Government of Ireland 
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in a proper way. We said then that/| news. I deliberately say that that special 
those methods would not be effectual | issue was destroyed because the Chief 
either in restoring peace to Ireland | Secretary and his friends in Dublin 
or in making the task of govern-| Castle dreaded the effect which might be 
ment easier, and we say the same to Mr. | created in the west of Ireland and else- 
Forster’s successor, who, though perhaps | where by the circulation of the first real 
kinder in manner, is, I believe, quite as | attack upon the right hon. Gentleman. 
determined as any of his predecessors) What is the real meaning of this act ? 
in his resolve to ignore the feelings and | It is that this newspaper is filling in 
to trample upon the aspirations ‘of the | Ireland to-day the place filled twenty 
Irish people. We welcome this new) years ago by United Ireland. In the 
departure of his, because it will once | days of the Land League, United Ireland 
for all get rid of the cant of compliment-| was attacked in every conceivable form 
ing the right hon. Gentleman, not) by the Government of the day, but it 
because he does Ireland any good, but | survived those attacks. Unfortunately, 
because he happens to have the honour through disunion and dissension in Ire- 
of being the descendant of a man such as_ land, the national movement lapsed into 
he himself will never be. 'a state of apathy. Wedo not hear then 
We are told that this newspaper | of the suppression of newspapers to any 
was suppressed to put down crime. | great extent, but directly a new national 
[ say that that is not the case.| movement springs up, with an organisa- 
This paper was suppressed to put | tion equalling, if not rivalling, the power 
down criticism upon the Government. of the Land League, and the people 
We are told indirectly that the issue was become powerful because they are united, 
seized because it contained a paragraph on the flimsy pretext of an obscure para- 
in reference to the King. I have not seen graph about the King the whole ma- 
the issue, but this much I know, that, | chinery of twenty years ago is put into 
although it may have contained one | force, and the weekly organ of this 
paragraph about the King, it contained | national movement is suppressed in order 
four columns of denunciation of George | to prevent the farmers in the west of 
Wyndham, Chief Secretary for Ireland, Ireland reading these denunciations of 
and it was on that account the paper was | the Chief Secretary. 
suppressed. ‘Time after time in English) All I have to say is that, while it 
papers—papers published in this City of | is no part of our business as Nationalist 
London—there are attacks made upon | Members to indulge in pesonal criticism 
the King, the late Queen, and the Royal | of His Majesty or of any of the Royal 
Family, couched in language quite as| Family—that has never been a cha- 
strong as, or even stronger than, that | racteristic of the Irish party in this 
which may have been contained in the | House—at the same time we are not 
Irish People ; but we never hear of the | going to allow our liberty and the free- 
police visiting the offices of those papers} dom of our press to be put down upon 
and seizing the issues. Why is that ?| any such flimsy pretext. The Govern- 
Because as a rule they confine them-| ment would have better considered the 
selves to attacking the Royal Family, and | feelings of the King if, instead of bringing 
do not at the same time attack the Chief | this obscure paragraph before the House 
Secretary for Ireland and the Irish | and the whole country, they had treated 
Government. The Jrish People has been | it in the same way as they treat similar 
suppressed not because of any reference | writings in the English newspapers. I 
to the King or the Royal Family, but | am sorry that the right hon. Gentleman 
simply because, in what it considered to|and his colleagues, in their desire to 
be the exercise of its duty, it contained a | defend their conduct in Ireland, should 
very strong, a very proper, and a badly ‘av fallen so low as to attack the Irish 
wanted attack upon the conduct of the | national party and to suppress one of 
Chief Secretary. It was the first m4 their principal organs, not honestly 








issue containing a full report of a speech | because we are opposed to the Govern- 
at Arklow delivered on the previous | ment, but under the plea of regard for 
Sunday, and it is only from the weekly | the feelings of the King. Let me tell the 
papers that the country people get the ~_ hon. descendant of Lord Edward 
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Fitzgerald that we are prepared to face 
him and his Government as we have 
faced his predecessors for the last twenty 
years. We are prepared to stand by 
everything we say either in Ireland or 
in this House, and to organise our people 
to the best of our ability, advising them 
that as little is to be expected from the 
present Chief Secretary as has been the 
case with his predecessors. But we ask 
one small thing in return by way of 
special favour. As we are prepared to 
stand up and face him, to adhere to our 
political opinions, and to oppose him in 
this House and inthecountryinastraight- 
forward way, we ask him, as an honour- 
able opponent, to stand up and face us 
in an equally straightforward manner. 


Suppression of the 


When he wants to interfere with Irish | 


opinion, and when he tries to prevent 
our views from reaching the masses of our 


fellow-countrymen through the medium | 
e > | 


of the press, I ask him as a favour to be 
man enough to stand up and say, “ We 
will suppress your newspaper because it 
is opposing the Government, and because 
it is propagating a great national move- 
ment which we do not approve of.” 


{COMMONS} 





Let him say that honestly, and not attack | 
us and suppress our newspaper behind | 
the back and under the shadow of the | 


name of His Majesty the King. 


The late | 


Mr. Forster in this House opposed us | 


bitterly. He imprisoned us, suppressed 
our newspapers, and tore to shreds the 
last atom of liberty in Ireland. 
earned for himself the title of the most 
unpopular Chief Secretary which Ireland 
ever had. But unpopular as he was, and 


bitterly as he fought us, Irish Members | 


gave him credit for being an honest and 


straightforward opponent, and when he | 


wanted to suppress a newspaper he did 
so honestly, and not through the Queen’s 
name. The policy which the Chief 
Secretary has inaugurated in Ireland 
is that of stifling Irish public opinion, 
and that will fail with him as it has failed 
in the past. Inthe fight which is going 
to take place between the Irish National 
party and the Government it will he no 
fault of ours if, in the course of the 
conduct of this contest, the name and the 
position of the King and the Royal 
Family is brought in. That will be no 
fault of Ireland or of Irishmen, but it 
will be the fault of the Chief Secretary 
for Ireland and his advisers, who, instead 


Mr. Dillon. 


He | 
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of suppressing a newspaper honestly, 
because it opposes them and backs up a 
great national movement, have done 
so under the shallow pretext that they 
wish to defend the honour of the King. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That this House do now adjourn.”-— 
(Mr. Dillon.) 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Mr. Speaker, as | 
listened to the first half of the speech 
of the mover of the motion, and through 
the whole of the speech of the seconder, 
I felt that I was not entitled to take 
exception to their action in moving the 
adjournment of the House. The mover 
of the adjournment began by using 
language which led me to assume 
during the greater part of his speech 
that he had no knowledge of the contents 
of this newspaper. He said that in the 
reply which I gave to his question I had 
left him somewhat in the dark as to the 
nature of the libel. I chose my language 
circumspectly in giving that reply. I 
answered the question fully, but I was 
unwilling at any rate to associate myself 
in any way with the promulgation of the 
libel which is the subject-matter really 
of this motion. The seconder told us 
furthermore that, although he had read 
a great many English newspapers, he 
positively had not seen a copy of this 
newspaper. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: The 


right hon. Gentleman will forgive me for 





saying that the reason why | have not 
seen it is because it was only published 
yesterday. I read it regularly every 
week, and will continue to do so. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I read it regularly 
every week. But the point I was making 
was that it is surprising that the hon. 
Member should have been able to draw 
an exact comparison between the violence 
of language in English newspapers and 
the language of the Irish newspaper, 
although he had not read the latter. 
He assured the House that he was 
familiar with English newspapers which 
made gross and violent attacks on the 
person of the Sovereign, and he declared 
that the Irish newspaper, which he had 
not read, went no further. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: It could 
not possibly. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: 


Suppression of the 
Hon. 


Members 


on this side of the House, who challenged | 
the hon. Member opposite when he | 
declared that English newspapers were | 
guilty of such attacks upon the person | 
of the Sovereign, were told by him that | 


they probably did not read such news- 
papers. In any case, when he said that 


my hon. friends do not read such news- | 


papers, he pointed out that if any 
English newspapers of the character 
referred to by the hon. Gentleman exist 


at all, they are mere gutter rags, which | 


have but a limited circulation amongst 
persons who have a predilection for 
garbage. Then he developed his argu- 
ment by declaring that the Irish news- 
paper in question held in Ireland a posi- 
tion conformable to The Times news- 
paper in this country. So that in one 
part of his argument he compares the 
Irish newspaper to a gutter rag and in 
another says it is a great organ of public 
opinion. If we could assume that a great 
and powerful organ of public opinion 
in this country could be guilty of a 
seditious libel, of a seandalous, scurrilous, 
gross, and false attack upon the person 
of a Sovereign who is revered by his 
subjects throughout a wide Empire, that 
would be a fair analogy of the case 
which creates the situation before us this 
evening. 


I think | ought to answer the specific 
questions put to me. The hon. Member 
who moved the adjournment asked me 
what was the process by which this article 
was adjudicated upon; was it here or at 
DublinCastle? Itwas here. He asked who 
was responsible. I am responsible to this 
House for the conduct of Irish affairs. It 
has always been held that the Chief Secre- 
tary is responsible tothis House. I have no 
wish to avoid that responsibility. But, 
as a matter of fact, 1 will go further 
and say that it is actually my own) 
personal responsibility. This article was 
telegraphed over and came to my hands | 
yesterday evening about six o'clock. [| 
wish the House to know all the facts. 
On that, in consultation with my col- 
leagues, but on my own motion and wish, 
I telegraphed that in my opinion a paper 
containing such an article ought to be 
seized and every effort made to stop as 
many copies as possible from coming into 
the hands of the subjects of His Majesty. 


{10 May 1901} 





Then the hon. Member asked, will there 
be a prosecution ? Upon that I make no 
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|reply. Hon. Members will allow that 
that is a very reasonable attitude to take 
up. Then I come to a part of both those 
speeches which hon. Members will allow 
me to dismiss with brevity. They have 
stated that this newspaper was suppressed 
because it contained three columns of 
personal abuse directed against myself. 
I do not think I need tell the House, 
but as a matter of fact only the article 
in question was telegraphed over here, 
and therefore the paper was suppressed 
at my instance before | had the privilege 


of reading the report of the hon. Member 


for Waterford’s speech. I always enjoy 
the hon. Gentleman's speeches, and it | 
had read those three columns of abuse 
of myself I should have been subjected 
to the sore temptation not to do my 
duty, but I hope I should have resisted 
the temptation. The attacks against 
myself are harmless, whilst the libel 
contained in this article is of a very 
serious character. [Nationalist cries of 
‘Read it.”] I am asked to read the 
article. The hon. Member who moved 
the adjournment did not venture to 
read it. He said that he declined 
to be drawn into a discussion of the 
language. Why? For this reason, that 
the strength of the language would not 
help his case. The strength of the 
language would help my case, would 
carry my case, but I decline to soil my 
lips with such language. I decline to 
offend the ears of hon. Members and to 
wound their feelings and the feel- 
ings of millions of people through- 
out the world by making myself the 
channel for further publicity of such 
outrageous, scandalous, gross, loathsone, 
and false attacks. When I am asked 
whether we intend to prosecute this paper, 
I am quite ready to declare to the hon. 
Member who moved the adjournment 
that I agree with a great deal of his 
political philosophy with respect to the 
press. If any organ of the press contained 


'a seditious libel directed even against 
the person of the Sovereign, I am not 


prepared to say that I would in every 
case advise a prosecution. I think that 
something of common sense comes in. 
You have to consider whether a prosecu- 
tion will not do more harm than good. 


Mr. DILLON: Millions of people will 
read this article who would never have 
heard of it otherwise. 

3B 2 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: As a matter of | 
law it is not only the right of the Govern- | 
ment to suppress by any means in its 
power a seditions libel directed against | 
the person of the Sovereign, but I imagine 
it is also the duty of every private indi- 
vidual. Any loyal subject of the Crown | 
is bound to intervene, without any com- | 
mission of any sort or kind, if a seditious 
libel is directed against the person of the 
Sovereign. But that was not the reason 


Suppression of the 


which guided me in coming to a conclu- | 
| 


sion on this difficult position. 1 remem- 
ber that last year a paper was seized 
in Ireland because it contained insulting 
remarks, not of the character which 
this paper contained, but 
remarks against our late revered Majesty 
of blessed memory. 
that this country was deeply moved and 
stirred more than once last year by articles 


that appeared in foreign newspapers. | 


[ remember that in almost every news- 
paper in this country, belonging to every 
shade of political conviction, leading 
articles were written, in temperate and 
reasonable terms, inviting the Govern- 
ments of foreign Powers, as a neigh- 
bourly act, as a humane act, as common 
courtesy, as an act in accordance with the 
conuty of nations, to take some steps to 
abate a nuisance which was wounding 
the feelings of so many people in this 
country. In what position should I 
have been if, with a similar nuisance, | 
only in a more coarse and offensive form, 
at our very doors, in what position 
should I have been if I had hesitated 
because I admit that the whole philo- 
sophy of press prosecutions is a difficult one 
—to take immediate and stringent steps 
to abate that nuisance and to save my 
fellow-countrymen from having their | 
feelings wounded again in a more out- 
rageous manner by language more foul 
than the language employed even in some 
foreign newspapers last year ? 





Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
The right hon. Gentleman has informed 
the House that he declined to read the | 
words complained of because he did not 
wish to make himself the channel for the 
propagation of this matter, which he 
considered objectionable ; but the right 
hon. Gentleman, by the suppression of 
this paper, has fastened the attention 
of the whole world upon it. Does the | 


{COMMONS} 


_and other foreign nations ? 


insulting | 


I remember also | 
the complaint | 
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right hon. Gentleman imagine that he 
has seized the entire issue of this paper ? 


“ Trish People” Newspaper. 


| Does he not know that the paper went 


through the post last night to America 
Does he not 
know that there are in this House even 
several copies of the paper? And is he 
not aware that what he has done in 
seizing the paper must have the effect 
of fastening the attention of the whole 


| world upon the paragraph which, accord- 


ing to his expressed wish, he would have 
been glad to cover up and hide away for 
ever? The position of the right hon. 
Gentleman from that point of view is 


‘inconsistent, and, in my opinion, is most 


mischievous. 

The right hon. Gentleman was asked 
who adjudicated upon this. Now, 
have to make is a 
very plain and a very simple one. If a 
newspaper is guilty of publishing a 
seditious libel, it makes itself amenable 
to the law, and it deserves to be punished 
by the law ; but it is only the recognised 
legal tribunals of the country that can 
decide what is or is not seditious libel, 
and I claim that, no matter how grave 
or how coarse the language may be in 
any paragraph published in any news- 
paper, no Executive Government has 
by law the right to judge that question 
and to decide what is and what is not 
seditious libel. If seditious libel has been 
in this case committed, and if it was 
thought desirable by the Executive 


| Government to fasten the attention of 


the world upon it, then they would have 
been perfectly within their right in 
instituting a prosecution and deciding 
the question of law whether it was a 
seditious libel or not by the recognised 
legal tribunals of the country; but I 
protest that neither the right hon. Gentle- 
man nor his colleagues, nor the whole 
of the Government of this country, have 
by law the right to judge and decide for 
themselves whether this is or is not 
seditious libel. And if it is not seditious 
libel, then the action of the Government 
is absolutely illegal, and cannot be sup- 
ported. That is the ground I take. I 
would not complain of a prosecution for 
seditious libel, but I do complain and 
characterise as arbitrary and illegal the 
action of any individual in deciding for 


himself that this is a seditious libel, and 


acting upon it and seizing this newspaper. 
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The right hon. Gentleman has, of course, 
disclaimed the imputation that he sup- 
pressed this paper because of the attacks 
made upon himself. I absolutely accept 
that statement. I am perfectly certain 
that he did not do it for the sake of saving 
his own feelings, and he has told us that 
he reads the paper. But I assert that 
he has taken this action as part of a 
settled policy to interfere with freedom 
of speech on the platform and in the 
press, and I repeat the charge which has 
already been made that this action has 
been taken because this newspaper is the 
organ of a political organisation which is 
in antagonism to the right hon. Gentle- 
man and his Government, whose power 
is rapidly growing in Ireland, and whose 
power perhaps he is beginning to realise 
and fear. It is because the Irish People 
is the organ of the United Irish League 
movement in Ireland that it has been 
seized. If that were not so I venture 
to assert that these obscure paragraphs 
would have been allowed to rest in their 
obscurity, and would not have been 
picked out to serve as an excuse for this 
illegal action of the Crown. I repeat 
the assertion that has been made that it 
is possible to find from time to time in 
great organs of opinion in this country 
such as—I am reluctant to mention, and 
it would be wrong to mention the names 
of papers, but I have in my mind certain 
weekly newspapers, published in this 
country, with large circulations, and it 
is true to assert that in some of these 
newspapers from time to time attacks 
upon Royalty, personal, and _ indeed 
gross, attacks upon Royal personages, 
do appear, any one of which might be 
held technically to form the subject of 
prosecution for seditious libel, but neither 


Suppression of the 


are prosecutions brought, nor in any | 


{10 May 1901} 


‘initio an absurd one. 
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‘determination to grapple, if they can, 

| with the new movement, the United Irish 
League movement, which has sprung up- 
in Ireland. But I tell the Government— 
and in making this declaration I will 
content myself and resume my seat—l 

, tell the Government that the organisation 
and the paper they are attacking are too 

| strong for them, that they have at their 
back the great mass of the Irish people, 
in Ireland and out of Ireland, and that 
whether we have to face in the future 
persecution and prosecution, fines, and 
penalties, and imprisonment, as we have 
done in the past, this movement willgo on, 
and will soon, rather sooner than perhaps 
he expects, make short work of the Chief 
Secretary and his new policy. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 
E.): The hon. Gentleman who has just 
sat down, and other hon. Gentlemen who 
have spoken, have endeavoured to per- 
suade the House that the cause they are 
advocating is, in the first place, the cause 


i of the freedom of the press ; and, in the 


second place, the cause of an Irish agita- 
tion carried on by legitimate constitu- 
tional methods. It is nothing of the kind. 
The hon. Gentleman tells us that he 
abandons the childish accusation that my 
right hon. friend was influenced in the 
course he took by the fact that he himself 
has been subjected to personal attack in 
the newspaper. The charge was ab 
My right hon. 
friend knows well the lot of every Chief 
Secretary. 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND: The fate 
of them. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: He has had 





single case that I know of have the | the fullest opportunity of observing the 
Government ever decided this question [righ methods of attack which are 
of law for themselves, and seized the thought to be legitimate on the Chief 
issue of the newspaper. | Secretary. He knows that those attacks; 

All I have got to sayisthat I realise to | are made quite impartially on every Chief 
the full the whole meaning of this action Secretary, whatever his politics, and 
of the Government. I think my col-| although the right hon. Gentleman 
leagues realise it, and I am certain that | opposite (Mr. J. Morley) during his 
the Irish people will realise it. I am | Government from 1893 to 1895 was sub- 
certain that the Irish people will realise jected to fewer of those attacks, there 
that this is simply a move in the game | were still a sufficient number, couched in 
which the Government are carrying on, | the accustomed phraseology, to prevent 
and that they will regard it as an indica- | even him being an exception to the uni- 
tion of an advance in their policy and a | versal experience. I venture to say that 
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not only is every Chief Secretary attacked 
in this manner, but no Chief Secretary 
has ever in the least minded the attack. 
Whatever other inconveniences and dis- 
comforts may attach to the post, no Chief 
Secretary has ever accounted the abuse 


Suppression of the 


of the Nationalist press among their | 


number. I have asked myself what 
value there is in the argument that this is 
an attack on the liberty of the press, and 
an attack on an Irish newspaper which 


is legitimately carrying on the work of a_ 
Is the publica- | 


political party in Ireland. 
tion of an obscene libel a necessary weapon 
in the armoury of Irish agitation? Is 
it a part of their equipment which they 
cannot do without ? Is it an essential 
method for carrying on their case ? 
[Interruption from the Nationalist 
Members. | 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: You know: 


very well it is not. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Very well, 
if that be the case, and I am quite ready 
to admit it is, why is it that a news- 
paper which hon. Gentlemen claim to be 
a leading newspaper of Ireland submits 
to use this foul and poisoned weapon ? 
There are no epithets that can be em- 
ployed too strong to describe this article, 
and there is no hon. Gentleman on that 
side of the House who has read this 
article but would say that no epithet 
which my unhappily limited vocabulary 
could employ exaggerated its abominable 
character. It is a foul and it is a seditious 
and obscene libel. I listened with atten- 
tion to the hon. Gentleman, but are we 
to be told that a newspaper is to be 
allowed to publish a foul, an obscene, 
and a seditious article because in other 
parts of the newspaper a Minister is 
attacked? It is very proper to attack 
a Minister, but that does not cover 
every sin; it is 


the newspaper from any guilt of a 


crime, or to prevent the newspaper, | 
when published, from producing serious | 


evil consequences. Not only was this 


libel foul, obscene, and seditious, but, | 
from the very nature of the case, it was 
old friend “ jury-packing” has 
| : 


helpless in dealing with these matters. | 
The Sovereign of this land, from the | argument. 


directed at a quarter which is especially 


{COMMONS} 


not sufficient by | 
itself entirely to absolve the editor of | 
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| he is placed, is less capable than the 
rest of us of dealing with these matters ; 
and I can hardly believe that any 
man in this House seriously condemns 
/the course which has been taken, 
jor in his heart thinks that any 
Government could sit quietly by and 
see this gross offence against public 
decency and public morals, as well as 
against law and loyalty, committed. 
The hon. Gentleman says to us, “Granted 
that a great offence has been committed, 
are you the judges? Is it for you 
in Dublin Castle to judge whether a 
libel is obscene and seditious ?”’ Sir, it 
is the duty of every subject of the Crown 
to stop a crime if he can ; and it is in- 
correct to say that in doing so we have 
acted in such a manner that the law 
is incapable of protecting the people 
|against whom we have directed our 
proceedings. 


“ Trish People” Newspaper. 


} 


AN Hon. MEMBER ON THE IRISH 
Bencues : You did not stop proceedings 
in the Pigott case! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: My right 
hon. friend has done what. he conceives 
to be a public duty—he has done it in 
what he conceives to be the interests of 
the law. You have your remedy if 
you think he was wrong. ‘This is not 
an arbitrary act performed by a tyran- 
nical Government against whom no 
individual has any remedy. The courts 
are open to you. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): What about packing the jury ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Gentleman may think that the 
machinery of the law is inadequate. 
That is not my point. My point is that 
this is not an action above the law. 


An Hon. MEMBER ON THE [IRISH 
BeENCHEs : It is in Ireland. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The whole 
‘machinery of the law, be it good or 
be it bad, can be set in motion by those 
who think themselves aggrieved. Our 
been 
thrown in by way of interjection and 
If the persons aggrieved in 


very height of the position in which | this case think they have ground of 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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action against the Government, it will 
not be in the power of the Government 
to set aside the jury; so that if jury- 
packing takes place, it will not be due 
to any action of the Government. They 
have their remedy and they have their 
law. And is it not dragging in. the 
mud the great and sacred cause of the 
liberty of the press to say that it is 
bound up with the unchecked publi- 
cation of these nauseous statements—not 
directed to any responsible Minister, 
not written in favour of any cause, 
small or great, but levelled simply at 
the head of the State in his private 
character, and going beyond every 
decency of expression, using language 
so gross that there is not a single Gentle- 
man on that side of the House who 
would, either in public or in private, 
venture to defend it? Sir, the liberty 
of the press is not added to by pleading 
such as this; and I am convinced that 
this House, the more it knows of this 
ease, the full strength of which we are 
obviously incapable of laying before it 
on an occasion like this—the more it 
understands the strength of this case, 
the more it will feel that my right hon. 
friend would have been guilty of a gross 
dereliction of his duty if he had for a 
moment shrunk from taking on_ his 
own shoulders the responsibility which 
he has gladly accepted. 


Suppression of the 


Mr. ASQUITH (Fifeshire, E.): This 
is a matter which is undoubtedly of a 
very painful character, and is very grave 
in its constitutional aspect. For the 
purposes of this debate the House has 
not had an opportunity, probably never 
will have an opportunity, and I trust 
from what we have heard never will 
have an opportunity, of reading this paper 
itself ; and the House is bound to take 
the description which is given of the 
paper and its contents by the responsible 
Ministers of the Crown. They have 
described it as an unusually gress form 
of seditious and obscene libel, directed, 
not against the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land, or the Chief Secretary for Ireland, 
or the officers engaged in the administra- 
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tion of the law in Ireland, as has often | 
‘ance from the Ministers of the Crown that 


been the case in days gone by, but directed 
against the personal character of the 
Sovereign himself. A publication of that 


kind—and we must assume for the pur- 


| this ease, 
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poses of to-day, without in any way pre- 
judging the question, that it has those 
characteristics—was brought to the 
notice of the Government as one which 
was about to be, or was being, circulated 
and disseminated broadcast in Ireland ; 
and thereupon the Chief Secretary and 
the officers of the Government seized the 
paper and stopped its circulation. Now, 
Sir, what I want to point out to the 
House is this—either that was or it was 
not a legally justifiable act. We are 
not in a position to say whether it was 
or was not, because until the character 
of this newspaper has been judicially 
ascertained we have no material before 
us on which we can pronounce any such 
opinion. But it is perfectly certain that 
no officer of the Government stands in 
this respect in any different position, is 
clothed with any greater authority, is 
entitled to any more ample legal powers, 
than the humblest man who walks the 
street. And although I agree that it 
may be, as it is, the primary duty of the 
Government, who are charged with the 
maintenance of law and order and with 
the prevention of crime, to take action 
in a case where that action would not be 
equally imperative and urgent upon an 
individual, yet, unless an_ individual 
would be justified in doing what the Chief 
Secretary and his officers have done in 
the Government themselves 
were not justified. What is the conelu- 
sion from that ? The question is whether 
the persons who are responsible for the 
publication of this newspaper have 
sufficient confidence in their case to take 
it into a court of law. Neither the 
Chief Secretary, nor any of his agents. 
nor the officials, nor the police can claim 
in that court of law any privilege of anv 
sort or kind. That being the case, | 
have not the slightest hesitation in 
advising the House of Commons that 
they would be going far beyond their 


‘duty and their constitutional right if 


they were to sanction in any way the 
notion that it is the duty of this House 
to make a protest against an act which 
can be, and ought to be, legally inquired 
into before another jurisdiction. Hay- 
ing received, as we have, a solemn assur- 


this was the character of the publication, 


I shall certainly support the Govern- 


ment. 
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Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): The right hon. Gentleman the 
First Lord of the Treasury, in the course 
of his speech, stated that if anything 
illegal had been done by the Chief Secre- 
tary for Ireland the remedy was in the 
courts of law. But I wish to remind 
the House how that remedy worked out 
in the year 1870, when Lord Hartington 
was Chief Secretary for Ireland. An 
amnesty meeting was held in the Phoenix 
Park in August, 1870, and, without any 
notice whatever, a number of men, 
women, and children were batoned by 
the police under the orders of the Chief 
Secretary ; and those people whose heads 
had been broken brought an action 
against the authorities, and a large sum 
of money was subscribed, and the then 
leader of the Irish party, the late Mr. 
Isaac Butt, took the matter up, and 
after trial after trial, and appeal after 
appeal, the result was that they got not 
the slightest satisfaction. If the people 
of Dublin were to act on the suggestion 
of the First Lord of the Treasury and 
take action against the Chief Secretary 
the result would be the same, and they 
would get no satisfaction whatever. It 
occurred to me during the debate, * Is it 
possible that England can produce no 
Chief Secretary for Ireland who has some 
originality ?” Whenever English Minis. 
ters have suppressed newspapers, the only 
result has been to give a big advertise- 
ment to these newspapers, and to extend 
their circulation, and to make the Irish 
people more determined than ever to 
resist these encroachments on their 
liberty. The right hon. Gentleman ap- 
pears to have adopted the German model 
of lése majesté. In 1848, when Lord 
Clarendon was Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land, John Mitchell called him, in his 
newspaper, “The butcher-general of 
Ireland,” and no notice was taken of it, 
and yet Lord Clarendon was the vice- 


Suppression of the 


{COMMONS} 


sovereign, and there was as much L?se | 


majesté in that as if it had referred 
to the Sovereign himself. When the 
Chief Secretary says that he seized this 
paper in order to get evidence, he must 
be aware of the fact that a policeman in 
plain clothes is sent down to the news- 
paper office every Thursday afternoon 
to buy a copy of the paper, which is 
taken up to Dublin Castle and there 
initialed and filed. That is all the evi- 


‘then 
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dence of this seditious libel necessary, and 
there was not the slightest reason to 
seize all the other copies of the paper 
issued which the detectives could lay 
hands upon. 


“ Trish People” Newspaper. 


Mr. DILLON: I wish ina few words 
to reply on the debate. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
has no right of reply on a motion for 
the adjournment. 


Mr. DILLON: I hope 1 may be per- 
mitted by the House to say two sen- 
tences. [Cries of “Order.”] Hon. 
Members do not appreciate my desire to 
bring the debate to a conclusion. I only 
desire to say two sentences. The first is 
that when we are told—if that be the 
position of the Government—that we 
have our remedy at law, my reply is that 
that is no remedy and no answer. It 
was the answer given to us at the period 
of The Times libels and the Pigott for- 
geries, and, as is perfectly well known, it 
had no result. One word in reply to the 
statement of the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury. He asked us, in a manner which 
conveyed to us the impression that he 
meant it as a charge, whether we in 
Ireland thought we felt bound to carry 
on our struggle by resorts to seditious 
and obscene libels. No man knows better 
than he that there is not an atom ot 
foundation for that charge, and that the 
polities of Ireland, through all the years 
of passion which have characterised 
them. have been singularly free trom 
that character of warfare. I hope the 
House will now divide. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion) : I wish to dissociate myself 
entirely from the position taken up by 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for East Fife, that when Ministers of the 
Crown declare that a certain paper, of 
the contents of which they alone have 
knowledge, contains an obscene libel, 
the House is bound to accept 
that decision and support it in the 


division lobby. If that principle had 


been adopted by our forefathers, the 
liberty of the press would never have been 
established. If they had accepted the view 
that the opinion of Ministers of the 
Crown, based on secret information 
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known to them and to them alone, was 
to be acted on in this House, the liberty 
of the press would never have been estab- 
lished. In the early part of the last 
century the historical trial of William 
Hone established the liberty of the press. 
Although I am opposed to strongly 
seditious and obscene libels, yet I think 
that Gentlemen sitting on the front 
bench ought not to be the judges as to 
what is a libel, but that the House at 
large should judge. The head of the 
State has no more ground than any 
other person in this country to fear the 
publication of any libel, and it is perfectly 
certain that punishment would follow 
the publication of a libel if it really were 
a wicked libel. Every person in the 
country ought to be willing to rely on 
the tribunals of the country, and there- 
fore, on that ground, I will support the 
motion. The view that the right hon. 
Gentleman acted in his private capacity 
is not correct. He acted as the repre- 
sentative of the Government, and to say 
that he is in the same position as a private 
individual is inaccurate. 


Suppression of the 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
I simply rise to ask the Attorney General 
for Ireland to be good enough to tell us 
what the law is. [Interruption.] Hon. 
Gentlemen must thoroughly understand 
that this is at least a free assembly, ana 
although we are in a minority we have a 
right to express our own opinions. | 
wish to get certain information from the 
Attorney General for Ireland before 
deciding how I am going to vote. I 
want to know under what law the pro- 
ceedings in this matter have been taken. 
[ deprecate what I hear this article is, 
and I think I am ready to accept the 
statement of the Chief Secretary that 
the article is a most improper one, and 
ought never to have been published ; but 
still, when an improper article of this sort 
is published there is a distinction bet ween 
the action of the Executive and the action 
of the judiciary. I can perfectly under- 
stand that newspapers should be prose- 
cuted, but when the Chief Secretary tells 
us that he acted on the principle that any 
individual, who considers that an attack 
is made on the Sovereign in a newspaper, 
has a right himself to take action and 
seize the newspaper, and that that is the 
law of the land, I take the liberty of 
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|entirely disagreeing with him. I do not 
_yet know whether it is intended to prose- 
/cute the newspaper. [Several Hon. 
MemBers: No, no.}| Why not? As I 
understood the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for East Fife, he said that 
the matter could be referred to the law 
courts. 


Mr. ASQUITH : I said it ought to be. 
Mr. LABOUCHERE: But when 


there is a violation—accepting the tact 
that there is a violation—of the law of 
the land by a Minister in the House, 
the first appeal is to the House, and 
until the Minister or his legal advisers 
‘can show that his action was legal 
and justifiable according to law, then 
I say we ought to express our disapproval 
of the action of the Chief Secretary for 
Ireland. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea): [ 
had the honour of being prosecuted for 
what was termed in my warrant of arrest 
“seditious conspiracy,” and therefore 
I ought to know a little about seditious 
libel, when seditious libel is joined to sedi- 
tious conspiracy. I had the honour of 
being acquitted on that occasion, because 
a distinguished judge, now unfortunately 
dead, decided, with all the facts before 
him, that the ipse dixit of Sir Charles 
Warren was not the last and final state- 

|ment that ought to be made, untested, in 
any court of law before a jury of my fellow- 
countrymen, and that the word of an 
official was not to be the arbitrament 
| as to whether seditious conspiracy should 
be urged against me or not. A jury of my 
fellow-countrymen acquitted me—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
must speak to the definite matter before 
the House. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: My definite 
matter is only by way of illustration. 
It is evident that circumscription and 
suppression are to be the order of the day. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That is an improper 
observation to address to the Chair, and 
I must ask the hon. Member to with- 
draw it. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: 
plete my argument. 


I want to com- 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member| which is not within its cognisance, and 
must withdraw that observation. which it does not know to be either 
seditious or criminal. If I were the 

Mr. JOHN BURNS : As applied to} Chief Secretary, I would have read the 
the Chair, certainly, Sir. I was only | libel, but without having heard it the 
going to say for the purposes of illustra- | House of Commons has no right to pass 
tion, and then leave it, that it should not | an opinion on it. Hon. Members should 
rest with any Executive officer in either | not be misguided in one respect, or to 
England or Ireland to say what is sedi-| misjudge the libel in another respect. 
tious conspiracy or what is a seditious|The information is not produced, 
and obscene libel. I believe that this|and the facts necessary to enable us to 
particular libel, which I have read, is not | judge whether the adjournment should 
seditious, and not so much obscene as| be carried or not are withheld from the 
criminal, and the proper authority} House of Commons. The Chief Secre- 
to determine what a criminal libel is is| tary, to justify his position, should have 
a judge and jury in Ireland, under the | read the libel to which he takes exception. 
forms that the law of this country pre- | The libel is undoubtedly personal to the 
scribes. King. I have always a rule in regard to 

How did this libel originate? For! monarchs, whether they be kings or 
many centuries, certainly for many gene-| queens. They cannot come down into 
rations, the Roman Catholic section|the arena; they are outside the ring ; 
of our fellow-countrymen have rested|and they are debarred from using the 
under certain references that are as | ordinary weapons of controversial attack 
insulting as they are ungrammatical in| and defence. Therefore I am not per- 
the Royal Oath. An address was pre- | sonally disposed to associate myself with 
sented by the Roman Catholic section of | a personal attack on a man who, by 
our fellow-countrymen to the King, | virtue of his position, cannot retort, or 
asking, through Cardinal Vaughan and | reply, or defend himself. During the 
the Duke of Norfolk, that these insulting | life of her late Majesty the Queen I can 
and ungrammatical words should be ex-| remember libels published in English 


cised from the Royal Oath, and on these | papers with large circulations quite as 


objectionable words the writer of this | gross, quite as offensive, and perhaps not 
particular article made certain com- | quite so grammatical as the libel I hold 
ments. I need not read them. They will|in my hand. Then take the American 
all be read to-morrow, and hon. Gentle- | papers. I only refer to this because the 
men opposite will probably buy for the| right hon. Gentleman referred to the 
first time the newspaper, with a burning | libel on the Queen made by one of the 
desire to see what these particular words | gutter rags of Paris, with which news- 
are. What I want to point out is not | papers in this country too frequently, in 
whether the words are libellous, not! my opinion, associated the whole of 
whether they are a seditious, or criminal, France. Her Majesty was too great in 
or obscene libel, but I want to draw! her mind and too exalted in her station 
the attention of the House to the state- | to take any notice of attacks made upon 
ment of the Chief Secretary that these | her. Those things are done in France, 
words are gross and foul. After all,| and have been done every day in the 
that is a matter of opinion. I think American papers for years in quite as 
The Times, sixty-three years ago, pub-| gross a form. With regard to the 
lished an article with regard to a King | colonial papers, no one who has read the 
now departed which was probably more | celebrated case for which one of the 
gross and foul than the language I} Members of the New South Wales Par- 
have read in this particular paper. The | liament was put upon his trial could be 
Chief Secretary said that the libel was | without evidence to refute the statement 
so gross and foul that he would not! made by the right hon. Gentleman that 
defile his lips with it, and he refused to} a libel more gross, more seditious, and 
be the medium of communicating it to | more criminal than this has never been 
this House. The House is therefore} published. This is a vulgar and an 
asked by its refusal to vote for the motion | offensive attack on the King. One of 


to sanction the suppression of a libel | the spiciest items says the King is bald- 
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headed, and another says he has asso-! Mr. JOHN BURNS: I bow to your 
ciated with actors and actresses. That/| ruling, Sir. But this, in my opinion, 
is not libellous. I contend that they are | is part and parcel of a system that has 
rather trivial and personally insulting | grown up, and which numbers of people 
remarks, and, what is more, I believe that | who are growing up think this aristo- 
if this libel had been brought to the know- | cratic Government is responsible for, and 
ledge of the King he would have smiled ; who think the day is not far distant when 
and taken no notice of it, but would have | the King should take the side that a con- 
put it into the waste-paper basket, and | stitutional monarch should take and 
would not have given this newspaper a | ought to take. 
gratuitous and worldwide advertisement. 
How thin-skinned some of the Irish | *Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
Executive are getting! I do not believe | hon. Gentleman is not in order in dis- 
the King, if he knew, would sanction this | cussing the personal action or opinions 
act which is done in his name. He is far | of the King. 
too sensible to allow such a thing. When | 
we remember how some of the gutter}; Mr. JOHN BURNS: In this matter, 
press of England have been insulting the | Sir, he wants someone to defend him, 
Boer generals and the Boer people, I | and it is to save a constitutional monarch, 
want to know why, in the name of the who need not fear insult, from his friends 
honour of the English people, the Execu-| that I have stood up against the Executive 
tive have not interfered with greater! of Ireland suppressing this newspaper. 
cause than this vulgar and personal | In conclusion, | may say I heard with 
attack upon the King seems to have| some regret the attitude taken up by 
justified. Why trouble about this ? The| the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
First Lord of the Treasury has been called | for East Fife upon this question. 1 think 
almost as many bad names in the news- | he has allowed the aristocratic interpreta- 
papers as I have, but he knows he is secure | tion of the law to influence his usually 
in the hearts of his colleagues. He has | clear legal mind to an extent to which | 
never gone into the courts to justify | cannot follow him. The doctrine he has 
himself. And it seems to me that if the | laid down to-day is a serious one ; it is a 
King’s own view was taken he would | dangerous one, and put to the test may 
resent the behaviour of his advisers, who | become a revolutionary one. It is this: 
have inflicted upon him an insult he | that not a jury of our fellow-countrymen 
would not have sustained but for the acts | are to determine what a libel is; not a 
of some of his newly-appointed Ministers. | court of law ; not Parliament itself is to 
I dissociate myself entirely from this | determine what is a libel. The initial 
libel, and I believe the King is of my | step is to be taken by a peace officer—an 
opinion ; but what I want to point out | illegal, improper, and unconstitutional 
is this, that the suppression by the Irish | authority. 
Executive of this issue of this newspaper 
for an attack upon the King curiously! Mr. ASQUITH: I beg the hon. Gen- 
synchronises with an attack which | tleman’s pardon; I am as much opposed 
appears in this paper on a Member of the | to that doctrine as the hon. Gentleman 
Executive who happens to be the Chief | himself. What I said was that officers 
Secretary himself. This act, which is | of the Executive took the course they did 
taken upon the ground that the article | take at their own risk, that their conduct 
prejudices the King, is only part and | was liable to be questioned in a court of 
parcel of a general system on the part of | law, and that of their conduct that tri- 
the Government, and is the natural con- | bunal, not the House of Commons, should 
sequence of the Nationalist, Liberal, and | judge. 
Labour Members of this House allowing 
the suppression of the South African| Mr. JOHN BURNS: What I would 
News. suggest is that a safer and a_ better 
|course when a libel of this kind took 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order. The! place would be for the Executive, not to 
hon. Gentleman cannot enter into a! suppress the edition first, but to take 
general indictment of the Government. | action in a court of law, and having ob- 
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tained a verdict from a jury and the fiat 
of the judge, suppress, not one issue of the 
paper, but the paper itself. 
now to assist Irishmen, because the time 
has come when we should not 


Suppression of the 


{COMMONS} 


I stand up 


allow 


Irishmen alone to defend the citadel and 


ramparts of freedom. 


Too long has it 


devolved upon these men to uphold and 


defend the freedom and privileges we 


have enjoyed for centuries. 


Abraham, William(Cork,N. E. 
Ambrose, Robert 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Burke, E. Haviland- 
Burns, John 

Cameron, Robert 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Carvill, Patrick George H. 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dutfy, William J. 

F french, Peter 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 


NOES. 
Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aliso p, Hon. George 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Asher, Alexander 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbert H. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 
Bagot,Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alex. 
Balcarres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Mane’r 
Balfour, Rt HoGerald W( Leeds 
Balfour, Maj. K.R.(Christch. ) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, Sir F. T. (Windsor) 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen B. 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 

Bill, Charles 

Black, Alexander William 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Boscawen, Arthur Grittlith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 

Bowles, T.Gibson( King’s Lynn 
Brigg, John 


Mr. John Burns. 





| O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
| O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid) 


I shall vote 252. 


AYES. 


Hammond, John 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Joyce, Michael 

Labouchere, Henry 

Leamy, Edmund 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 

Mooney, John J. 

Murphy, J. 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir-George 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 





O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor,Jamea( Wicklow, W. 


NOES. 


Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 


| Brown, Alex. H. (Shropshire 


Brown, Geo. M. (Edinburgh) 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 


| Brymer, William Ernest 
| Bullard, Sir Harry 


Caldwell, James 
Campbell, Rt. Hn.J.A.(G)’sg’w 
pee ge amg Sir H. 


| Carlile, William Walter 





| Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 


Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbysh) 
Cecil, Evelyn, (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 

Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Colville, John 

Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) | 
Cox,Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 


| Crombie, John William 


Cross, Herb. 8S. (Bolton) 
Cust, Henry John C. 


| ‘Dalrymple, Sir Charles 


Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
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for this adjournment, because I believe 
the King is far above being hurt by any 
power of libel, and that by the action of 
the Executive of Ireland our liberty of 
comment and discussion is endangered. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 64 ; Noes, 
[Division List No. 180.] 


O’Doherty, William 

O’ Donnell, John (Mayo, 8S.) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
toberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roche, John 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sullivan, Doral 

Tully, Jasper 

Weir, James Galloway 
White, Patrick( Meath, North) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien. 


Denny, Colonel 

Dewar,John A. (Inverness-sh.)} 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Doxtord,SirWilliam Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Dunn, Sir William 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir William Hart 
Elibank, Master of 

Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fergusson, Rt. HnSirJ(Mane’r) 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward A. 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 

Fowler, Rt. Hn. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Garfit, William 

Gordon, HnJ.E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon,MajEvans-(T’rH’mlts) 
Gore, Hon. 8. F. Ormsby- 
Gorst, Rt. Hon.Sir John Eldon 
Goschen,H on. GeorgeJoachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
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1365 New Bill. 
Grant, Corrie 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, W. Ray mond-(Cambs.) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Griftith, Ellis J. 
Hain, Edward 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG( Middx 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Rbt. Wm. 
Hardy,Laurence (Kent, Ashf’d 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayne, Rt. Hn. Chas. Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
Helder. Augustus 
Higginbottom, Ss. W. 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Holland, William Henry 
Hope.J. F (Sheffield, Brightside 
Horner, Frederick W illiam 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Howard, John (Kent, Faversh 
Hozier, Hon. James Henry C. 
Jetireys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Se range Heywood (Sussex) 
Joicey, Sir James 
Kimber, Henry 
Kinloch, SirJohnG reorge Smyth 
Kitson, Sir James 
Lawrence, Josep!i( Monmouth 
Lawson, John Grant 
Layland- Barratt, Francis 
Lee,Capt. A. H. (Hants. Farehm 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson- Gower, F rederick N.S. 
Loder, Gerald W. Erskine 
Long,Col. Charles W(Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon Walter(Bristol,S 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowther, Rt. Hn. Jas. (Kent) | 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas, Col]. Francis(Lowestoft 
Lucas, feginaldJ. (Portsmouth 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver,SirLewis( Edinburgh W 
MS Killop, Jas. (Stirlingshire) 
M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 
Manners, Lord Cecil 








EDUCATION (YOUNG 
SCHOOL ATTENDANCE) 
BILL. 


Reported, with Amendments, from the 
Standing Committee on Law, 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 


printed. [No. 168.] 


{10 May 1901} 


Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, RtHnSirH.E(Wigt’n 
Max well, W. JH. (Dumfriessh. 
Mellor, Rt. Hon. John William 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, ArthurH. A. (Deptford 
Moss, Samuel 

Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 





Murray,RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Col. Wyndham(Bath) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Norman, Henry 

O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer,SirChas. M. (Durham) 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Partington, Oswald 

Pease, Herbert P. (Darlington) 
Peel, Hn. WmRobert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

Perey, Earl 

Pirie, Duncan V. 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 





Priestley, Arthur 

Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Rea, Russell 

Remnant, Jas. Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Farquharson 


| Renwick, George 


Rickett, J. Compton 
Ridley, Hn. MatthewW (St’r’ ge | 
Ridley,SamuelF(BethnalGr’ n) | | 
titchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson | 
Roberts, John H. 2 agua 
Rolleston, Sir John F. | 
Ropner, Colonel eddy 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel W. | 
Royds, C lement Molyneux | 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford. | 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) | 


CHILDREN 
(SCOTLAND) 
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Seely, Charles Hilton(Lincoln) 
Sharpe, William Edward T 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H.(Kenfrew) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, CaptJohn(Forfarshire 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes- ‘Cox, Thomas 
Smith,H. C(Northumb. Tynesd 
Smith, James Parker(Lanarks. 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, RtHnC. R. (Northants 
Spencer, Ernest (W. Bromwich 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormsk’rk 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Stewart, Sir Mark J. M‘T. 
Stroyan, John 

Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, A bel(Carmarthen,E. ) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 

Ure, Alexander 

Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.SirC. E. H.(Sh’f'ld 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter! 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Wallace, Robert 

Warde,Col. C. E. 
Warner,Thomas(CourtenayT. 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, Eugene(Clackmarnan) 
Wason,JohnCathcart (Orkney 
Wi entworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitmore, Chas. Algernon 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, RtHnJ Powell-(B’rm 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks, 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R. (Bath 


| Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 


Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have passed a Bill, intituled 


‘An Act to amend the Acts relating to 


etc. 


Managers of 
for Libel.” 


Minutes of Proceedings of the Standing | 


Committee to be printed. 


Bill, as amended (in the Standing Com- | 
mittee), to be taken into consideration 
upon Wednesday, 12th June, and to be 


printed, [Bill 176.) 


[No. 168.] 


Public Libraries, Museums, 
nasiums, and to regulate the Liability of 


NEW 


ani Gym- 


Libraries to Proceedings 


[Public Libraries Bill [Lords. | 


BILL. 


TOWN HOLDINGS. 
Bill to give compensation to occupying 
tenants of Town Holdings for beneficial 
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improvements, ordered to be brought in 


Supply—Civil 


by Mr. Channing, Sir Walter Foster, | 


Captain Norton, Mr. Emmott, and Mr. 
Kearley. 


TOWN HOLDINGS BILL. 

“To give compensation to occupying 
tenants of Town Holdings for beneficial 
improvements,’ presented accordingly, 
and read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Friday next, and to be 
printed. [Bill 177.] 


SUPPLY (6TH ALLOTTED DAY). 


Considered in Committee :— 
(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the chair. } 


Civin Service Estimates, 1901-2. 


Ciass IV. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £713,881, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March, 1902, for Public Education in 
Scotland, and for Seience and Art in 
Scotland. including a Grant-in-Aid.” 


*THe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire) : The figures 
which have been laid before the House 
in the usual manner are, I think all 
agree, perfectly satisfactory so far as 
they are concerned. The Estimate during 
the year has increased by the sum of 
£30,660. Of this sum £13,144 is in 
respect of the annual grants to day 
schools. That is due, mainly, to a large 
increase in the numbers in average 
attendance, and partly to an increase 
in the grant from 22s. 6}d. to 22s. 9d. 
per scholar. The Committee will re- 
member that we are just now coming 
into the first results of the Revised Code 
of three years ago. The estimate for 


the evening school grant shows a decrease 
of £950, in consequence of the falling off 
in the average attendance of evening 
scholars in 1900 as compared with 1899. 
The attendance in the evening schools 
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has decreased by about 5,000, and now 
stands at 43,962. It is well to observe 
that this decrease in the evening schools 
attendance may be partially accounted 
for by the fact that the children stay 
longer in the day schools than formerly, 
and if that is a right deduction it is one 
that takes the sting out of the observation. 
On looking at the day school returns, 
it is found that the attendance has 
increased by 8,000. The number now 
in average attendance stands at 629,038. 
This figure includes nearly 3,000 in 
average attendance at higher grade 
schools other than those which are dealt 
with in Chapter 9 of the Code. | 
think the Committee will agree that it 
is an interesting feature that more than 
one third of these scholars are between 
fifteen and eighteen years of age. There 
are also in attendance at the ordinary 
day schools between 5,000 and 6,000 
scholars over fifteen years of age. The 
average school rate in Scotland is 9. 66d.. 
an increase as compared with the pre- 
vious year, it then being 9.25d. The 
total amount raised by the education 
rate was £923,358, of which £425,906 
was spent on the maintenance of schools, 
which, with £28,215 voluntarily sub- 
scribed, represents the local contribution 
for the purposes of education. The 
contribution from Imperial funds by 
annual grants to day and evening 
schools amounted to £749,689, to which 
must be added a further sum of £369,771] 
for grants in relief of fees, making in all 
a total of £1,119,460 from Imperial 


Service Estimates. 


funds, as contrasted with £951,573 
from local sources. Grants have also 
been made for blind and deaf-mute 


children to the extent of £3,074 ; special 


grants to School Boards, £45,158; 
to voluntary — schools, £12,244; 
Highland schools, £1,400; grants to 


training colleges, £45,210; science and 
art, £71,109; and agricultural educa- 
tion, £1,964. This represents a total ex- 
penditure during the year of £2,251,192. 
Besides this, large sums have been spent 
on education from the Local Taxation 
Account, under the Local Taxation (Cus- 
| toms and Excise) Act, 1890, the Educa- 
| tion and Local Taxation Account (Scot- 
land) Act, 1892, and the Local Taxation 
| Aecount (Scotland) Act, 1898, amount- 
_ing in the aggregate to about £144,000. 
The details of that are—to local authorities 


| 
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spending on technical education out | advantageous. Under the Revised Code 
of the residue grant, £54,136;| you had to go entirely by results. You 
secondary education committees, about | had a perfectly cast-iron standard, and 
£60,000 ; grants to higher  class| you had in consequence very little, or, I 
schools, higher inspection, and agri-| might say, no room for local initiation. 
cultural education under the Minute | The first attempt at reform or change in 
of 27th April, 1899, £29,450; making | this matter was made in the year 1886, 
the total I have already given roughly | when payment by individual results— 
as £144,000. That makes in all a grand |as shown by the examination of each 
total spent on education during the | individual—was dispensed with in the 
year of £2.395,192. Those are the year’s | lower standards. Further changes were 
results so far as they can be put before | made afterwards, but, until the recent 
the Committee by means of figures. _changes, certain features of the original 

But perhaps at the present time it| Code remained. The feeling of the 
would not be inappropriate if I said a/| Department when the policy which I am 
few words upon the general question | now explaining was initiated was that it 
with regard to the present position of was very much better, instead of going 
our educational arrangements. The time by the results of the examination of the 
seems a convenient one for a survey | individual pupils, to try and encourage 
of what has been accomplished during | the general efticiéncy of the schools, and 
the last few years, more especially as we| it was thought that that general effi- 
are in the position of announcing this | ciency might be encouraged by providing 
year what we hope the Committee will| that in the curriculum of each school 
recognise as a considerable step in/ certain essential elements should always 
advance tor the future. In taking that | be present, but that, given those essential 
review, which [ may remind the Com-| elements, a great deal should be left to the 
mittee is really a review of the arrange- | individuality of each school, and to the 
ments which have been come to since | development of that which each school 
my noble friend has been at the head of | could show was most suited to its own 
the Education Department so far as} needs and circumstances. A further 
Seotland is concerned, perhaps I may | yiew taken was that it was better not to 
briefly call to mind the present position | go so much by the individual pupil, but 
of the question. Of course, when you} rather to try to have a fairly high eduea- 
consider the question of Imperial grants | tional standard, and then to concentrate 
you have to consider that which is a| effort upon making as many pupils as 
necessary corollary of that question, possible reach that standard. As a 
viz, the question of central control. | corollary of that you had, of course, to 
You have also to consider that weapon or | alter very much the work of the in- 
instrument by which alone central | spectors. The final change, as the 
control is to be made effective—I mean | Committee know, was made by the 
the instrument of inspection. | Revised Code two years ago; and I think 

It is about forty years ago that the| that upon the last occasion when I had 
Revised Code was introduced into /| the honour of addressing the Committee 
England, but for the first ten years | upon this subject I brought before them 
Scotland held aloof from it, and so far| the increased burden and responsibility 
as Seotch education is concerned the | which was cast upon the inspectors, ana 
Revised Code suspended its operations, | that view, I believe, generally com. 
and payments were not made in accord- | mended itself to hon. Members who took 
ance with it. The Revised Code first | part in the debate afterwards. As an 
became Scotch as well as English in the | incentive to reach as high a standard as 
year subsequent to the passing of the/| possible, we introduced also the merit 
Education Act of 1872: it was intro- | certificate, which has really proved an 
duced in 1873 so far as Scotland is con- | immense success. The number whv have 
cerned. That Code, no doubt, was an| attained the merit certificate is verv 
advance on what had gone before, but, | large, amounting to 21,706 during the 
at the same time, it had certain features | year 1900. It is exceedingly gratifying 
which the progress of educational opinion to see that by the various changes we 
has long ago recognised as being dis-| have made we are apparently attaining 














1371 


one of the recognised objects of the 
changes—namely, that of keeping the 
older pupils at school. The figures of 
this year show the very gratifying resuit 
that the older pupils have increased by 
no less than 16,000, and, of course, we 
recognise that we have noi yet reached 
the limit. 

I have dealt hitherto in what I have 
said only with purely elementary educa- 
tion. In Scotland we have always to 
keep in view the fact that under the old 
system the Scotch schoois did a great deal 
more than that. In the first place, the 
old burgh schools, which certainly went 
beyond elementary education, were taken 
over by the school boards under the Act 
of 1872, and further arrangements were 
made as to the possibility of spending the 


Supply—Civil 


ratepayers’ money upon them in the Act , 


of 1878. Besides the old burgh schools, 
the old parish schools also did a great deal 
in trying to give a higher education to 
many pupils within their doors whose 
circumstances were such that they could 
never hope to go elsewhere and obtain a 
proper secondary education. Conse- 
quently, the aim of the Department has 
always been not to give up these old tradi- 
tions, but to foster and encourage them. 
The way in which that was _ first 
attempted was by trying to help the 
schools by giving grants for specific sub- 
jects more or less savouring of secondary 
education. That system was not found, 
on the whole, to be perfectly satisfactory. 
There are two sides to everything, and 
it was found that these specific subjects 
became such an obvious medium for 
grant-earning that schools were tempted 
to add subject to subject in order to earn 
grants rather than to devote their atten- 
tion to securing general efficiency in 
education as a whole. That defect we 
sought to cure, and hope we have 
cured, by the alterations made in the 
Code two years ago. 
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! than we used to do. 


As the Committee | 


are aware, instead of these grants for, 
specific subjects, the higher departments | 
in the schools are given peculiar en- | 


couragement by the possibility of earning 
very large grants, these grants being 


given on the principle of general eff- | 
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character—that it should have a curricu- 
lum of a certain definite character. The 
curriculum might be of a. scientific 
nature, under which experiments could 
be made and the powers of observation 
in the children trained ; it might be of 
such a nature as would meet literary 
and linguistic requirements ; or it might 
have a more strictly commercial charac- 
ter. As long as one of those definite 
characteristics was chosen, the Code was 
so arranged that the schools could get 
these higher grants upon, as the Depart- 
ment believed, a liberal scale. The Com- 
mittee will easily understand that the 
Department was bound in such a 
question concerning the Treasury not to 
turn the whole system of grants upside 
down—that is to say, they were bound in 
justice to the Treasury to see that, upon 
the whole, there should not be such an 
increase in expenditure as was not 
warranted by increased efficiency, and in 
that I think they have been perfectly 
successful. At the same time, we think 
we have made a better bargain ; in other 
words, we get better value for our money 
The general opinion 
in Scotland is that so far as the working 
of the Revised Code has gone it has been 
a great success. 

I come now to a still further change 
There was always something more to be 
done, not exactly connected with either 
primary or secondary education, and 
that was done by what are known as 
evening continuation classes. These 
classes had a twofold object. In so faras 
they were of an elementary character 
they were meant for those who, either 
during their progress through the elemen- 
tary school had not learnt all that they 
might, or, having learnt it, had been 
removed from educational influences, 
and forgotten a great deal, and needed 
to learn it again. In their more ad- 
vanced forms the classes were meant 
for those who, anxious to go on with 
their education, and to acquire a know- 
ledge of subjects which might be termed 
secondary education, were not in a 
position to go to a regular secondary 
school. The evening continuation classes 


ciency, and not in regard to particular) had been instituted for some time, and 


subjects. In arranging for these higher 
departments the Education Department 
tried to impress upon each school that it 


| 


| 


were, I think, a great suecess. Within 
the last two years something else has 
happened. The science and art classes 


should arrogate to itself a particular| used to be under the direction of the 


Mr. Graham Murray. 
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Science and Art Department, at South 
Kensington. To a great extent the 
science and art classes deal with the same 
want as that with which evening con- 
tinuation classes dealt, with the result 
that it was a piece of educational extrava- 
gance to have a divided management. 
Not only did you get different views 
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under such divided management, but , 


very often actually over-lapping agencies. 
Accordingly, when the Science and Art 
Department was transferred from South 
Kensington to the Scotch Office, it seemed 
an appropriate time to make this amal- 
gamation, which seemed right in princi- 
ple, and to take the opportunity, having 
larger funds at disposal, to put the whole 
matter upon a more satisfactory footing. 
That attempt is made in the Code which 
has just been laid on the table—namely, 
the Code for continuation classes. That 
Code now really takes the place of the old 
evening continuation classes Code, and 
of the Directory of the South Kensington 
Museum, in as far as it applies to Seot- 
land. In fusing these two sources we 
hope to retain the advantages of both; 
but here, as in all Scotch education, 
we have thought it right that a certain 
call should be made on local effort. We 
have nothing to do in this matter with 
the 17s. 6d. limit, because that limit 
is a calculation necessarily based upon 
average attendance, and average attend- 
ance has not a proper place in the case of 
isolated classes, as these continuation 
classes must necessarily be. Accordingly, 
the scale that is laid down is that there 
shall be one-fourth contribution from local 
sources for every three-fourths taken 
from the Imperial Revenue. We certainly 
commend this continuation Code to the 
favourable consideration of the Com- 
mittee. I have explained the views upon 
which it is based, and we believe that 
experience will show that our favourable 
anticipations will not fail realisation. Of 
course, what we have already done does 
not end the efforts which we recognise 
still to be necessary in the cause of educa- 
tion. We have recognised to the full that 
the time has come for a readjustment of 
the resources and a rearrangement of 
the direction of secondary education, 


und we attempted to deal with that, 
Owing to circum- | 


problem last year. 
stances which we could not altogether 
control, there was not time to pass the 
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Bill, but the Committee may rest assured 
that that Bill, or something like it, will 
be reintroduced at no very distant date, 
though I cannot hold out any hope for 
the present session. But, on the whole 
matter, | trust the Committee will con- 
sider that, in the efforts we have made 
to alter the system and to ensure general 
efficiency as against individual success, 
we have given a good account of our 
stewardship. We believe that interest 
in educational work is as keen as ever, 
and we may point to the fact that the 
increase in the Imperial grant shows 
that there has been progress in Scottish 
education, and that fair treatment has 
been received from the Empire. We hope 
that, with increased trust in local initia- 
tive, and greater elasticity in every 
branch of educational administration, 
we may goon in the work of improving 
the whole system of our education, 
which I believe is dear to both sides of 
the House. 


Service Estimates. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I think we all must 
be satisfied that the Government have 
been able so to arrange the Scotch 
Votes this year that an opportunity 
has been given for the discussion of this 
important matter. Last year Scotch 
Members had no opportunity at all of 
expressing their views upon this subject, 
and even now the one complaint I should 
venture to make is that the right hon. 
Gentleman has not been able sooner to 
put us in possession of the Report which 
we received this morning, and which is 
necessary for the proper understanding 
of this subject. I wish to give expression 
to a very natural feeling, which is especi- 
ally evoked by the presence of the Vice- 
President of the Council. A very wise 
man has said that one of the greatest 
pleasures in life is the contemplation of 
the misfortunes of others; and that 
pleasure is often enhanced by the admira- 
tion of our own more fortunate position. 
Here we have before us an object-lesson 
showing the difference between Scot- 
land and England. The right hon. 
Gentleman charged with the interests 
of English education has been labouring 
under great difficulties for many 
years to achieve two things, namely, 
‘the unification of authorities, and to 
do away with the mischievous distinction 
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which has been drawn between primary | 
The right | 


and secondary education. 
hon. Gentleman comes in among us 
to-night, and discovers that Scotland has 
for many years possessed or is this year 
completely achieving both of those 
objects. In most points, I think, the 
statement the Lord Advocate has placed 
before us is most satisfactory—such, for 
instance, as the increase of 16,000 older 
scholars. The alterations which have 
been made in the regulations will have 
the effect of maintaining that old Scotch 
traditional system, which I have always 
thought to be the really essential charac- 
teristic of Scotch education, namely, 
that boys and girls in a public school 
are able to attain a very much higher 
degree of learning than is usually associ- 
ated with the words ‘ elementary educa- 
tion.”” We have always had the ladder 
of education in Scotland, thanks to the 
wisdom of our forefathers. It was 
considerably endangered forty or fifty 
years ago by the introduction of the 
system of payment by results. We have 
managed to shake that fetter off, and 
I hope that now, under the auspices of 
the right hon. Gentleman and _ those 
who act with him, we are fairly em- 
barked upon a career of improvement 
which will redound in every respect 
greatly to the advantage of our country. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) 
said he did not need to go over the 
details in regard to the question of 
Scotch education, although he held 
altogether a different opinion with 
regard to the policy of the individual 
examination of the pupils. In the year 
1872 the policy of the educational autho- 
rities was to ensure that the poorest 
child in the State should receive a satis- 
factory education. The pupils were 
tested by individual examinations. The 
policy was to make sure that the lowest 
class were educated. They had made 
education compulsory, and the parent 
would require some security that his 
child would be educated if he was com- 
pelled by law to send his child to school. 
The State was asked to pay a certain 
contribution for the education of each 
child, and the policy of the Act of 1872 
was that they were to have some security 
that the very poorest children in the 
community should be educated. What 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman. 
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was the security that the parent had in 
1872 by the system of individual examin- 
ation? It was this. There were 
standards for each year, and individual 
examination took place in each standard. 
In this way it was ascertained whether 
the child was making progress, and pay- 
ment was not given for any child unless 
the latter were shown to be properly 
educated, and had passed the required 
standard. Then the parent knew what 
progress his child was making. That 
system continued through the various 
standards, and the result was that, as 
far as the lowest ranks of society were 
concerned, every individual child in 
the lower ranks was receiving a proper 
education. and it was not left to the 
end of his curriculum to ascertain 
what progress a child was making. 
What was the result of the change 
which was now being made? They were 
taking away individual examination, 
and the parent would not know until his 
boy was thirteen or fourteen years of 
age whether he had been properly edu- 
cated. They were changing the order 
of things. The policy of 1872 was to 
begin with the lower classes of society. 
Now they were directing their attention 
not so much to the lower strata, provided 
the upper strata were pushed on. This 
was a complete reversal of the policy of 
| 1872, and he ventured to predict for it 
absolute failure. 

Another point which he desired to 
draw the Lord Advocate’s attention 
to was the proposal to increase the 
‘salary of {the Secretary of the Educa- 
tion Department from £1,200 to £1,500. 
He believed the meaning of this was that 
the Secretary of the Education Depart- 
ment was likely to retire soon, and then 
he would get a higher pension. He did 
not see why there was any ground for 
increase in this salary. It was all very 
well to say that the number of children 
had increased, but if they compared the 
|work in England with Scotland they 
would find that in England the work 
| was seven times as great as in Scotland. 
and the salary paid in England was 
| £2,000. An increase of £300 a year 
_in this salary, together with the appoint- 
baw of an assistant secretary, was a 
| great increase. The Chancellor of the 
| Exchequer had stated that this House 
| went in for extravagance, but this time 
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the Government were extravagant. The| grant. What were the facts? In Com- 
Lord Advocate would remember that | mittee on the Education (Scotland) Grants 
under the Act of 1890 the payments to} on the 21st of June, 1897, the Lord 
the Scotch Education Department in-| Advocate said— 


a rl oy . Soot coher om | ‘You are only giving us £40,000. To that 
the 100 ing of eleven-eightietns : : | must be added £26,000 which was given—out- 
amount given to England. ‘They | side the Bill, no doubt, but it was given all 
strongly objected to this principle, but | the same—to keep up the grant to 12s. The 
the Government insisted that it was | hon. Member who had just spoken (Mr. Cald- 


aks akon. "Wika tas ate be! well) did not seem to know that the money out 
their proper share. us happened to Ye | of which that 2s. was paid was now exhausted, 


less than 10s. per head given to England | and accordingly if the Chancellor of the Ex- 
by some £4,000 or £5,000. They had | chequer did nothing for them they would not 
to take eleven-eightieths, but when their | be able in future to pay the Scotch schools 
numbers in Scotland increased very | ee ae which they now 
largely, and it was seen that they would |~ «The additional 2s. had been paid in the 
receive £4,000 or £5,000 more, the | past out of savings on the probable grant. 
Department changed "the rate. from | thes ung were ate 9 tha 
eleven-eightieths to 10s. per child 'N'! from the Chancellor of the Exchequer they 
Scotland, which was the same rate as in | could not make up the grant.” , 
England, with the result that Scotland | 
lost by the change between £4,000 and | 
£5,000 a year. The principle was that | 
whenever eleven-eightieths produced a | 
total sum lower than the 10s. per head, | 
Scotland was given the former, and when | 
10s. per head produced a lower total | 
than eleven-eightieths then the 10s. was | 
adopted as the basis for Scotland. | 
Supplementary Estimates for England | . zag 
had been brought in for some years, and | Chequer. tt was No use as Sepik the 
Scotland was deprived of its share of | Scotch Office anything, but he would 
eleven-eightieths. He had brought this | (uote to the House the answ er given to: 
matterunder the notice oftheScotch Edu- | him by the C hancellor of the Exchequer 
cation Department, and he found that | t©# question put on 17th of July, 1900:— 


Ireland was in precisely the same position. | «This matter has not been dealt with on the 
He put the Irish Members up to this and | basis of equivalent grants since a fee grant of 
thev eot their fair share. The Chan- | 10s: per child throughout the United Kingdom 
ere “or ite i ry eal * | was substituted for theequivalent grant system 
cellor of the Exchequer promise@ (0 | in 1897. Up to that time the Scotch Educa- 
make up any deficiency in the fee grant | tion Department had paid a fee grant, not of 
to 12s.. but what did they do with the | eat but of 12s. oe rs partly - of se 
, : : Thew | Exchequer grant and partly out of the residue 
£21,000 for that purpose? They put | “*Cnhequer grant and part's 
pana ; isk | of the Local Taxation Fund. It was thought 
it into this account, and the ( hancellor | that this fund could no longer make up the 
of the Exchequer got every penny of it | amount necessary to provide the additional 2s., 
back. The money was either surren- | = as part ms Pat iregenn-g aid _— _ 
: eke te ‘hancellor | education in Scotland in 1897 we undertook 
dered - the Exc hequer tami : th | that if it failed any deficiency should be made 
of the Exchequer was relieved from ef | up to the Exchequer to an extent which was 
payment of those fee grants. In 1897 | estimated by the Scotch Office at £26,000 as a 
there was a contention that Scotland | —— - by pad ong at no asics 
: ary | than £18,000. Since that time, however, the 
= espec 1 ary | a 9 ° . é . 
ought to get in = se me 7 ’ continued productiveness of the share of the 
schools payments which wou 1AVE | Death Duties which goes to the Scotch Local 
amounted to £110,000 ; but an arrange- | Taxation Fund has enabled that fund to bear 
ment was put into operation by which it a of _ nage os Re — to 
; £RC is £66.000 ,| Scotland, and so the anticipated contribution 
only got £66,000. Of this £66,( they from the Exchequer has not been required. 1 
had not received £26,000, the sum W hich certainly cannot accept the view that we 
was to have been devoted to keeping up | agreed to pay this £26,000, whether it was 
the capitation grant to 12s. The Lord | required or not; but the fact that it has not 


BE F ; been required might, I think, be taken into 
Ads —_ had said that unless og . account to some extent in considering the pro- 
this £26,000 from the Chancellor of the posals for further expenditure on Scottish 


Exchequer they could not make up the education that may be brought before me.” 
3C2 


The fact was that ever since that time 
they had paid the 12s. entirely out of 
Scotch money,and there was not a penny 
on the Estimates for any deficiency to 
be made up by the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer. 

There was one honest man in this 
House, though a very hard man, 
and he was the Chancellor of the Ex- 
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What more could they expect him to 
say ? How was it that that miscalcula- 
tion was made? He was not going into 
the details, but he would explain to the 


Lord Advocate that he had been entirely | 


misinformed. By the Act of 1890 free 
education in Scotland got the balance 
of the probate duty, customs, and excise 
duties, and that was continued up to 
the present moment to make up the 
equivalent necessary to keep up the 
Scotch fee grant to 12s. From the year 
1890 up to the present time no more 
money had been needed to keep the fee 
grant upto that amount. That was the 
miscalculation which the Scotch Office 
fellinto. Scotland got some other money 
from England at that time. The amount 
was to be 10s. per child, and it was allo- 
cated to other purposes by the Bill. 
The Act of 1892 repealed the balance 


which was being paid to the free educa- | 
tion fund, but it was re-enacted, and the | 


fee grant was left precisely as it stood 
before. 
means of the balance of the probate duty 
and the customs and excise duty, due 
to Scotland after certain fixed payments 
were made, that the capitation grant 
had been kept up. The result was that 
they had been paying the money neces- 
sary to make up the grant to 12s. a year 
entirely out of Scottish money. The 
Lord Advocate seemed to have been 
badgered a good deal at the time about 
this matter, for in July, 1897, he said— 

“In 1892, when in the intervening time free 
education had been granted to England at the 
rate of lOs. per head, Parliament thought fit to 
make an exchange between the two moneys, 
that was to say, it took away the old sum, 
which, being put into the local taxation 
account, was given out to pay the capitation 
grant of 12s. for educational purposes, and re- 
placed it by a direct education grant, which 
was now calculated in precisely the same way 
as the English grant, namely, at 10s. per 
head.” 
Then he goes on to say— 

“As a matter of fact, the proceeds of the 
original grant had been so exuberant that they 
had sufficient savings to make up the twelve 


shillings since 1892, although they were | 


only getting ten shillings for the direct Parlia- 
ment grant ; but during those years they had 


spent their savings, and accordingly, by this | 


year, if they had goneon without a further 
promise from the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
they would only have been able to pay exactly 
ten shillings per head. But the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer said that, as they had been con- 
<lucting their system in Scotland on the scale 


Mr. Caldwell. 
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As a matter of fact it was by | 
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| of twelve shillings, he would make up this two 
| shillings out of the Imperial Treasury.” 
Now, all that was absolute nonsense. 
They never got a penny more, and what 
they wanted was a Scotch Education 
| Department which could understand 
the meaning of those Acts of Parliament. 
They had been promised £66,000 for 
education every year, but for four years 
they had got only £40,000, so that they 
had not received upwards of £100,000 
which should have been spent for pur- 
poses of education in Scotland. So far 
as the change from eleven-eightieths to 
10s. per head was concerned, the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer admitted that it 
was not fair to take the lowest total when 
it was against Scotland, and he said that 
if he was going to change the principle 
he would change it from the beginning. 
The Scotch Education Department 
would do nothing. The result was that 
they had to go to the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, and he said, “ Go to the Scotch 
Office,” and so nothing was done. As 
he had pointed out, £100,000 had been 
lost to Scotland in the way described. 
He moved the reduction of the salary of 
the Secretary of the Department by 
£300. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by 
£300."°—(Mr. Caldirell.) 


*Mr. MAXWELL (Dumfriesshire) said 
the right hon. Gentleman the Leader of 
the Opposition had referred to the posi- 
tion in Scotland as compared with Eng- 
land. He thought they might congratu- 
late themselves on that. He was very 
glad to hear from the Lord Advocate that 
he intended to re-introduce on the earliest 
possible occasion an Education Bill on 
the lines of that of last session. There 
was very great need at the present time 
for the unification of education authori- 
ties in Scotland. Nothing showed more 
‘the interest of the Scotch people in 
education than the line they had taken 
with regard to secondary education. 
It appeared to him also that it was neces- 
|sary to put secondary education on a 
| proper footing. With regard to the new 
code, he did not share the fears of the 
hon. Member for Mid Lanark that it 
would be a dismal failure. He believed 
that all who took a practical interest in 
education in Scotland looked with favour 
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on that new departure. The hon. 
Member for Mid Lanark seemed to think 
that the old system of payment by results 
was necessary to force the teacher to pay 
attention to the younger children. It 
appeared to him that in making a state- 
ment of that kind the hon. Member had 


a very poor opinion of the Scotch teacher. | 


He did not think the Scotch teacher 
required any stimulus of that kind. If 
the merit certificate was to be regarded 
as the goal at which every Scotch child 
should aim, it was the teacher's interest 
to instruct the child so as to be able to 
take the certificate at as early an age as 
possible. In the Returns laid before 
Parliament it was very desirable that 
they should have figures with regard to 
the merit certificate and the labour cer- 
tificate. The Lord Advocate had stated 
that 12,000 merit certificates were taken 
last year. Returns showing the number 
of pupils who had taken these certificates 
would indicate whether the new system 
was a success. Referring to the position 
of children in remote parts of the country, 
the hon. Member said they were at one 
time educated at a school in a central 
village, their board from Monday to 
Friday being paid by the school board. 
The accountant had, however, disallowed 
that charge on the ground that it was 
one the school board was not entitled to 
incur. 
hoards of large scattered parishes had 
heen put to very serious difficulty. The 
only means they had to get over the 
difficulty was to employ a teacher to live 
in a remote district where there were 
perhaps half a dozen children. They 
thereby incurred very great expense, 
and towards meeting this expense tne 
grants under Article 19 D (a) of the Code 
did not go very far. He urged upon the 
Lord Advocate the desirability of making 
some increase in these grants, for he 
believed, on the whole, school boards had 


tried to do their duty in this matter. He | 


believed, as one who took considerable 
interest in educational matters, that a 
very great change indeed had been made 


by the introduction of the merit and | 


labour certificates. 
*Mr. THOMAS SHAW 
Burghs) said the matter to which the 


hon. Member for Mid Lanark had called | 


attention was not at all a trivial affair. 
It was not a light matter. 


as the Committee would remember, ' 


{10 May 1901} 


| he took a deep interest in opposing the 
| proposals of the Government in reference 


The consequence was that school | 


(Hawick | 


In 1897, | 
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to the distribution of the money. 
He ventured to point out then that the 


| amount of the equivalent grant to which 


Scotland was entitled was £110,000 per 
annum. How was that argument met ? 
It was met by a statement by the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer to the effect that, 
once and for all, this equivalent grant had 
disappeared, and that Scotland need no 
more look for it under that head. The 
excuse given was that referred to by the 
hon. Member for Mid Lanark. It was 
then definitely announced that the sum 
of £66,000 would be paid by the Govern- 
ment to Scotland. Their complaint in 
Scotland now was this: that a Parlia- 
mentary pledge was given, but, un- 
fortunately for Scotland, it had not been 
kept, and that instead of £66,000 they 
had only got £40,000, this diminution 
representing in four years a sum of over 
£100,000. The way in which that arose 
was very simple. It was proposed out of 
the £26,000 a year which ought to have 
been received to raise the capitation 
grant from 10s. to 12s. As events had 
turned out the extra 2s. had been pro- 
vided out of entirely different sources— 
out of Scottish money pure and simple— 
and the grant from the Imperial Ex- 
chequer of £26,000 a year had not been 
made. The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
had admitted plainly that that Parlia- 
mentary pledge was given, and that in 
any readjustment of Scotch education 
finance that must be remembered in 
favour of Scotland. He wanted the 
Lord Advocate now in presence of the 
Committee to adhere to that pledge. 
Depend upon it, if this went on much 
longer, a sense of acute misfortune would 
grow in Scotland, because they held that 
they had been deprived of money for 
educational purposes to the extent of the 
difference between £40,000 and £110,000 
per annum.. It was not as if Scotland 
did not require it. They had claims 
ready to consume it. They had free 
education in the primary schools up to 
the age of fifteen, and he could imagine 
no better use for that money, if paid 
regularly, than that it should be applied 
in abolishing fees in the continuation 
schools. 

*Strr MARK STEWART  (Kirkeud- 
brightshire) said Scotland was entitled to 
a considerable sum of arrears which, if 
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paid, they could easily find a way of 
using. He hoped that the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, in framing another 
Budget, would take this into account, 
and that Scotch Members would not have 
to make this protest year after year. 
The hon. Member for Mid Lanark had 
moved to reduce the salary of the secre- 
tary of the Department. The secretary 
was one of the most competent men 
in the public service, and had a thorough 
grasp of the whole system of Scotch 
education. It had been suggested that 
some allowance should be made in respect 
of children whose parents lived in remote 
districts. He hoped that matter would 
be considered before another year was 
over. Many a man had been forced to 
leave the situation where he had been 
for years in order to come to a town or 
village for the education of his children. 
That was surely a great hardship to sub- 
ject a working man to. Otherwise he 
had to board his children out. With 
respect to the question of an appeal 
for teachers he asked the Lord Advocate 
if anything had been done. Of course 
the theory was that,if they gave the right 
of appeal from a school board direct, they 
would weaken the power and authority 
ofthe Board. He did not want to do that 
but he knew of very great hardship in the 
case of teachers who had been dismissed 
in a somewhat summary manner and no 
reasons given. He thought some way 
out of the difficulty might be found. 
There was no feeling that all boards were 
imperious, tyrannical, or harsh, but 
would occur where dismissals 
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eases 
seemed vexatious. There were a few 
teachers whose tenure began before 


the Act of 1872 came into operation, 
and those men could only command 
comparatively small pensions as compared 
with teachers who came in at a later date. 
A strong feeling of hardship was felt in 
these cases. He knew that the Depart- 
ment had given some assistance, but he 
thought it might give a little more. 
He trusted the Lord Advocate would 
bring in the Scotch Education Bill 


of last Session again. He _ believed 
the Scotch people and Members 
were ready for the Bill; he did 


not say in the same form as last session, 
for he was aware there was strong 
opposition to the rating clause. If that 
difficulty could be got over it would be 


Sir Mark Stewart, 


{COMMONS} 
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of great advantage to pass a good Educa- 
tion Act for Scotland to include this small 
Bill, or at any rate one clause of it. 


Mr. J. WILSON (Glasgow, St. Rollox) 
hoped that the Lord Advocate would 
be able to announce that Scotland was 
to obtain the arrears to which she 
was entitled. These amounted to over 
£100,000, and they could use that sum 
exceedingly well. New buildings were 
required for the Glasgow and West of 
Scotland Technical College, and for that 
purpose £80,000 had already been con- 
tributed, but to provide suitable premises 
£180,000 was required. 

*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY said it 
would, perhaps, be convenient that he 
should now reply, not so much upon 
general matters as upon the point raised 
by the hon. Member for Mid Lanark. 
In the first place he wished to assure the 
hon. Member that he perfectly under- 
stood his remarks were not intended in 
any way as a personal attack on the pre- 
sent Secretary of the Department. So 
far as that official was concerned there 
was no change. It was quite true that 
his official salary, if they Jeoked at the 
Estimates, seemed to have been raised 
from £1,200 to £1,500, but then in 
previous years he used to draw besides 
his salary of £1,200, a sum of £300 in 
respect of higher education. That sum 
was now included in his salary. The 
only additional sum which he drew, 
in respect of the greatly increased work 
of the Science and Art Department, was 
£150, but that was a personal and 
not a pensionable salary, and so far 
as his position as a pensionable officer 
was concerned he was really in 
precisely the same condition as on the 
Estimates of last year. Passing on to 
refer to the vexed question of arrears, to 
which the hon. Member for Mid Lanark 
had called attention, he said he did not 
know exactly how to deal with it, or in 
what manner to approach it. The Com- 
mittee had no doubt listened with rapt 
attention to the figures unfolded to them 
by the hon. Member in his very best 
style. He thought he had heard the hon. 
Member’s speech many times before. 
The hon. Member had gone back over the 
history of the funds, and he had told 
them of his own exertions in the matter, 
and of the long struggle in which he had 
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been engaged with the view of setting 
the matter right. It would be a very 
simple matter if what the hon. Member 
for the Border Burghs said was correct, 
that there was a pledge given in 1897 by 
the Government that £66,000 should be 
granted to Scotland. Of course if there 
was a pledge given there would be nothing 
simpler than to ask the Government to 
redeem that pledge. 
deference to the hon. Member for Mid 
Lanark and the hon. Member for St. 
Rollox Division, no such pledge was given. 
He did not want to defend the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, because the hon. Mem- 
ber for Mid Lanark was most compli- 
mentary to the right hon. Gentleman. 
In fact he drew a rather unflattering 
contrast between the representative of 
the Scotch Office and the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer. He spoke of the one as 
“honest and hard,” and the other as 
“tricky and soft spoken.”’ After all the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer scarcely 
deserved the encomium of ‘ honest and 
hard,” if it were the fact that he had 
never kept his pledge to the House that 
he would give £66,000 to Scotland. No 
such pledge was ever made. The view 
of the Chancellor of the Exchequer was 
that this was not a question of an equiva- 
lent grant at all. He would remind 
the Committee that the whole matter 
arose in 1897. In that year a large 
sum given to assist necessitous board 
schools and voluntary schools in Eng- 
land, and the claim was at once made 
that if England were to get this sum, 
Scotland ought to have something too. 
It was said that the proper way was 
simply to make an arithmetical calcula- 
tion, and to give eleven-eightieths of the 
amount given to England toScotland. It 
was said that there was a precedent for 
this. But the Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer never admitted the principle of this 
claim, holding on the contrary that the 
principle of equivalent grant in the 
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been referred to; on the contrary, such 
a pledge would have been in opposition 
'to the view that the Chancellor of the 
| Exchequer took. At that time there 
was a wrong appreciation of the future 
as regarded what sum would be necessary 
to raise the Scotch grant from 10s. to 
| 12s. per head. He (the Lord Advocate) 
had said that it was expected that it 
would come to £26,000 a year. As a 
| matter of fact, they had not required to 
'draw on that sum at all. But still they 
had the promise of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer that if at any time the other 

funds were not sufficient the grant 

would be kept up to 12s. The probate 
'duty had exceeded the most sanguine 

expectations, and it was through the 

failure to believe that the probate duty 

would ever come to the present very 
large sum that the miscalculation was 
made in 1897. He entirely denied that 
any sum was promised or any injustice 
done to Scotland if they once abandoned 
the inadmissible principle of there being 
'an equivalent grant to another country 
_ when anything was given to one. If, on 
the whole, they found that Scotland was 
paid as much from the Imperial Exche- 
/quer as England, he could not see that 
/upon that matter there was a Scottish 
| grievance. Now, taking the total Im- 
_ perial figures for 1900-01, he found that 
they were for England £8,667,745, and 
for Scotland £1,267,073. Taking the 
average attendance, the figures were, 
for England, £4,743,518; Scotland, 
£629,867. If they divided the sum by 
the number of scholars in average attend- 
ance, the capitation payment to England 
| was £1 16s. 114d. per head, and to Scot- 
land £1 18s. 3¢d. He did not say that 
| because Scotland got a little more Eng- 
‘land had a_grievance—probably she 
earned it by extra efficiency. But on 
the other hand, it was absurd to say that 
| Scotland was not treated as well as Eng- 
land. With regard to questions put to 








matter of education was perfectly absurd. | him by hon. Gentlemen behind him, 
The true position was to give equality of | concurrently with the increase of merit 
general treatment as between the two | certificates, labour certificates had gone 
countries, and to hold that if either) down very substantially. The subject 
country could show that it had educa-| of pupil teachers was occupying the 
tional needs of the same class as were! attention of the Department, but it was 
ministered to in the other country, it) a matter which would have to be dealt 
was fair to make a claim on the Chan-| with by the two Educational Depart- 
cellor of the Exchequer. There was no! ments of Scotland and England. They 
pledge to give the £26,000 which had / could not have a different system on the 





1387 


two sides of the border, and they must 
have a concerted policy between the two 
Departments. In regard to the question 
of pensions, he realised that the older 
teachers regarded it as a hardship that 
they did not receive as much as those 
who came in now, but the terms were 
fixed by Act of Parliament, and the 
Department had no power to alter them. 


Mr. HALDANE (Haddingtonshire) said 
they did not want to discuss the policy of 
equivalent grants, although there was a 
great deal to be said against them. This 
Amendment was based upon a special 
arrangement made in the year 1897, ata 
time when money was being given for 
voluntary schools in England, and in 
circumstances which made it a matter of 
moral obligation on the part of the 
Government to make a grant to Scotland 
at the same time upon the same footing, 
or at least to give a binding promise to 
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able grievance. It seemed plain enough 
that in the year 1897 what was tanta- 
mount to a solemn promise was given 
that £26,000 should be forthcoming for 
Scotch education. They now asked that 
that pledge should be repeated, and, as 
the Lord Advocate had not repeated it, 
he thought the hon. Member for Mid 
Lanark had made out his 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY said he 
had already categorically denied that 
there was any definite pledge. 


Mr. HALDANE said he had _ been 
reading carefully, as a whole, the speech 
of the Chancellor of the Exchequer, and 
it appeared to him that the House was 
intended to understand that £26,000 
would be forthcoming for Scotch educa- 
tion. 


case. 


Question put. 





that effect. 


Allen, C. P. (Glouc., Stroud) 

Ambrose, Robert 

Asher, Alexander 

Austin, Sir John 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bell, Richard 

Black, Alexander William 

Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Bryce, Rt. Hon James 

Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 

Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 

Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H 

Channing, Francis Allston 

Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 

Craig, Robert Hunter 

Crean, Eugene 

Crombie, John William 

Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 

Delany, William 

Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. | 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A, 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) | 

Duffy, William J. 

Elibank, Master of 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Arnold- Forster, £ ugh O. 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


Mr, A. Graham Murray. 


But for that being done it 
would have been regarded as an intoler- 


| O’Brien, Patric 
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AYES. 

Evans, Samuel T.(Glamorgan) | 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Ferguson, R. C. M. (Leith) 
F french, Peter 
Flavin, Michael Joseph | 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly , James 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hammond, John 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne,Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- | 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Hobhouse, C. E. H.(Bristol.E.) | 
Hope, John Deans (Fife,W est) | 
Joyce, Michael 

Kinloch, SirJohnGeorgeSmyth | 
Layland-Barratt, Francis | 
Leamy, Edmund 
Leng, Sir John 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 

Mooney, John J. 

Moss, Samuel 

Murphy, J. 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir George 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 


| O'Dowd, ; 
| O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
| O'Malley, William 





O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid) 
{ (Kilkenny) 


NOES. 
| Bailey, James (Walworth) 
| Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 


| Balfour, Rt.Hn.A.J.(Manch’r) 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 98 ; 
(Division List No. 181.) 


O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 


| O’Connor, Poa (Wicklow, W. 
Eta 


William 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
John 


O’Mara, James 
0 Shanghnessy, ae | 


| Partington, Oswald 


Pirie, Duncan V. 


| Power, Patrick Joseph 


tea, Russell 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
toberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
tobertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Roche, John 

Sullivan, Donal 

Tully, Jasper 

Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 

Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patric eo North) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R. 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Thos. Shaw and Capt. 
Sinclair. 


Balfour, RtHnGerald W.(Leeds 
Bathurst,Hon. AllenBenjamin 
Beach,Rt. Hn. W. W.B.( Hants. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
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Bigwood, James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Campbell, Rt. Hn. J.A(Glasgow 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(W’re’r | 
Chapman, Edward 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole | 
Corbett,A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Cust, Henry John C, 
Denny, Colonel 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Douglas, Kt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Garfit, William 
Gordon, HnJ. E.(Elgin& Nairn) | 
Gore, Hon. S. F. Ormsby- 
Gorst, Kt. Hon. Sir JohnEldon | 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, WalfordD( Wednesbury | 
Greene,SirE W(BuryStEdm’ds | 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill | 
| 


Supply—Civil 


Guthrie, Walter Murray 

Hain, Edward 
Hamilton, RtHn Ld.G.(Midd’x | 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert W. 


Original Question again proposed. 
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Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) 
Heath, James (Staftords.N.W. 
Helder, Augustus 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert T. 
Higginbottom, 8. W. 

Hope,J. F. (Sheffi’d, Brightside) 
Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham 
Howard,J.(Midd., Tottenhain) 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Lee, ArthurH(Hants,Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Fredk. N.S. 
Long, RtHn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 


| Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 


Lucas, Reginald J. (Portsmouth 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Mauners, Lord Cecil 
Maxwell, RtHnSirH E( Wigton 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dunfriessh. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thomp:-on, Sir H. M. 
Montagu, (Huntingdon) 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Morris, Hon. Martin HenryF. 
Marray, RtHnAGraham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
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Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 
Ridley,Hon. W. M(Stalybridge 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. ChasThomson 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H.(Renfrew 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, HC(North’mbTyneside 
Smith, James P. (Lanarks.) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ.M ‘Taggart 
Stroyan, John 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 

Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason,JohnCatheart(Orkney 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lora 
Wilson, Arthur S. (York,E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 








Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Hayes Fisher. 


was carried out in Banffshire, producing 


[Mr. Jerrreys, Hampshire, N., in the excellent results, as he showed by quota- 


Chair. | 


*Mr. BLACK (Banffshire) drew atten- 
tion to the distribution of the equivalent | 


‘ for Scotl: » Local | 
Se ee See se Lan ul) suggested that the Department should 


have some regard to local circumstances 


: ; : and give assistance out of the equivalent 
be applied out of the equivalent grants | apr quiva 


to higher education in Scotland, in such 
manner as might be settled by the 
Scotch Education Department. 
allocation of the grant he pointed out | 


| would be in harmony with educational 


that the Education Department had made | seaulititesn ink Sitettand: asl wie Meares hee 


: m : % = e | ’ 
serious mistakes, following a policy of | effect the present policy of the Depart- 
ment had of sending young people into 


the towns in search of secondary educa- 


Taxation Act of 1898, 


encouraging higher schools in large | 
towns to the exclusion of secondary | 
education in rural districts. | 
ditional educational policy throughout | y 
Scotland had been to direct special | 

attention to pupils in elementary schools | ,, 
carrying on their education in the same | 


schools into the higher grade, and © sey”: 


policy which cut out the elementary | 4 unin: a 
Me. A. GRAHAM } AY: Before 


schools was in absolute opposition to the 
scheme which the right hon. Gentleman 
professed to promote with such earnest- 
In Banffshire there were more 
scholars over the compulsory age than 
in any other county in Scotland, and 
a good system of secondary education 


ness. 


under which | 
it was agreed that a certain sum should | 


‘tions from 


i'towns with 


} 


In the 


The tra-| ,- 


That Item 


the motion 


the 
reduction. 





| schools in the administrative area. 


reports. Yet the county 


_was excluded from any share in the 
equivalent grant because it had no large 


He: 


higher grade schools. 


grant, when it was assured good work 
| was done in secondary education, even 
| though there were no special secondary 


This 


ion. He moved the reduction of the 
ote by £100. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, 


A (Salaries), be reduced by 


£100 in respect of the salary of the Secre- 


Black.) 


for the reduction is put, 


a point of order arises as to whether 
hon. Gentleman can move this 
It is a complicated matter, 
and I do not quite know whether the 
hon. Gentleman understands it. 


The 
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hon. Gentleman is speaking of money| find the share which Banffshire gets; | dev 
which is granted out of the local! in other words, Banffshire gets its share, whe 
taxation account, and which does not and if there is anything wrong in the a E 
come under this Vote at all. So) way in which that share is distributed to i 
far as the Education Department of | among the schools, the responsibility mor 
Scotland is concerned, the Secretary is|does not rest with the Secretary but if th 
bound to allocate it in this way. It is| with the County Committees. Besides | beca 
impossible for us, as an administrative that, there is a certain sum under the awa 
machine, to alter the distribution of this} Local Taxation Account (Scotland) Act, “\ 
money, unless we bring in a new minute; | 1898, which is distributed under the een 
that being so, I should like to ask | Minutes of the 27th of April, 1899, and i 
whether, the money not really belonging | 1st of May, 1900. I may remind my hon. “l o* 
to this Vote, a reduction can be moved. friend that the policy of that Minute — 
Mr. CALDWELL said that this was | Was fully discussed at the time, and it tm 
a matter which was within the full| Teceived the general approval of the stitu 
authority of the Scottish Department, ¢ducation authorities of this House. J ° he 
They had it in their power to alter the The distribution of the money under aoe 
distribution of this money by superseding | that Minute, which, after all, is a very unr 
the Minute under which the distribution small sum, represents £37,000 allocated M 
was made by another. It had always for higher education exhibitions and ley) 
been held that it was purely a matter of Certificate examinations, £2,000. The [| to ! 
discretion. hon. Member for Border Burghs is also elem 
: > grmeeramm 2s ationalist, < am sure he whic 
Sir MARK STEWART, rising to a“. educationalist and I am sure he a 
: : : thinks no money was ever better spent. ugh 
point of order, said that this matter . are - 1 ne 
‘ Agricultural education; £2,000. That, prep 
appeared to him to come under the rule °° |). ati RN fe ae “2 
: a surely, is not excessive. Then there is aispe 
that nobody had a right to criticise a : an rm 
cs . <e a grant under paragraph 3 of £25,000, ecli 
Minister for a thing which he had not : 2 * 
ewe .., , and the rest is carried under paragraph the 
done. One could only criticise a Minister’s : Tha I “te ti 
: a 6 to the Committee. The. lion. Member’s lon. 
acts; no one could attack a Minister porte E “peng agg to h 
because he had not done something real grievance comes under this sum ot 
. ; £25,000. He says that of that £25,000 *M 
Toe CHAIRMAN : Order, order! Banffshire gets nothing. The paragraph not 
As I understand, the hon. Gentleman in the Minute which deals with this it co 
does not propose to reduce the amount o! money is paragraph 3, and that says tion 
the appropriation ; he proposes to reduce thjs— 

; S : Seotland ‘ ' , M 
the salary of the Secretary for eae » ©The remainder of the balance available 7 
and therefore he would be in order. under that section shall be applied in aid of poin 

*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The such higher class secondary or technical schools rest 

ee ee es : Zr in Scotland as are not in receipt of grants under supp 

point raised by the hon. Member is the the Scotch Code, provided that no aid shall be these 
sum distributed under the Minute of given to any school not being either a school “ 

April 27, 1899. The question is exceed- | under the same management as a State-aided ee 

ingly complicated. The amount to which school or a higher class public school, or . Ml 

. ; 4 _ school managed under the provisions of any Act Part’ 
the hon. Member has referred is really of Parliament, or scheme, or provisional order “a8 
a small contribution to the whole fund issued pursuant to an Act of Parliament.” retro 
which is dedicatedto secondary education. [y other words, you are to give it not se 
The principal nucleus of the fund devoted to private institutions, but public schools, Salis 
to that purpose is the £60,000 derived byt they must be higher class schools. h 
meee the local taxation account of April, This is for the purpose of helping had 
1892. So far as that amount is con- secondary education, and surely it is e t 
cerned the hon. Member has no grievance more sensible than to spread this £25,000 They 
‘as Banffshire gets its full share. over the whole of Scotland? It would asl 
*Mr. BLACK: Have I not a grievance be simply to fritter the money away to Sati 
with regard to the rest ? divide it pro rata among the different every 

*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: If @?eas according to population. No- of at 
the hon. Member looks at tables 10 and body supposes that this Minute is any- that 1 
11 at the end of Report of the Education thing more than a temporary 4 fing. the \ 
Department for Scotland, circulated Ment, and the time has etn  s © | up to 
this morning, pages 50 and 70, he will Tearrangement of the various sums to pa 

Mr. A. Graham Murray. 


1392 


gets ; 
hare, 
1 the 
uted 
bility 

but 
sides 
r the 
Act, 

the 
and 
hon. 
nute 
nd it 

the 
ouse, 
nder 
very 
“ated 
and 
The 
also 
» he 
ent. 
‘hat, 
re is 
000, 
raph 
eT’s 
m. of 
000 
‘aph 
this 


Says 


lable 
d of 
100ls 
nder 
1 be 
hool 
ided 
or a 
Act 
rder 


not 
ols, 
ols. 
ing 
is 
)00 
uld 
to 
ent 
'0- 
ny- 
ge- 
he 


ms 





1393 Supply—Cwvil 


devoted to secondary education ; but the | 


whole matter must be dealt with in 
a Bill. We are anxious and wishful 


to introduce a Bill at the earliest possible | 
‘there was jealousy over the expenditure 


moment ; and it would be most unjust 


if the salary of the Secretary was reduced | 


because we could ‘not at once sweep | higher and secondary education, but now 


away all these schools. 
*Mr. THOMAS SHAW expressed his 


agreement with the remarks of the Lord | 


Advocate. He believed it was better that 
this money should be directed to specific 
secondary institutions than spread over 
the secondary branches of primary in- 
stitutions, as it would be under the 
scheme adumbrated in the Amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BRIGG (Yorkshire, W.R., Keigh- 
ley) said there was no worse thing than 
to make a fine division between the 
elementary part of instruction and that 
which in this country was called the 
higher grade system. He was not 
prepared to go into details, nor was he 
disposed to aecept the Lord Advocate’s 
declaration that there was no power in 
the Department to deal with the ques- 
tion. If there was not, there ought 
to be. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I did 
not say there was no power. I said 
it could not be done without an altera- 
tion of the Minute. 


Mr. BRIGG said that was the very 
point. Scotland set an example to the 
rest of the country, and they should be 
supported when they advocated that 
these higher schools should be amply 
supported. 


Mr. PARKER SMITH (Lanarkshire, 
Partick) thought the proposal was a most 
retrograde one. It failed to distinguish 
between lower secondary schools and 
mere higher departments of ordinary 
schools. Certain Members, such as the 
hon. Member for Mid Lanark, always 
had the feeling that money was wasted 
if it went higher than a certain level. 
They believed it ought to be spread 
equally over the whole country, and that 
justice demanded that every school and 
every child should have an equal amount 
of attention. It seemed to be thought 
that the true principle was to begin with 
the very lowest, and to level the lowest 
up to the level of the next stratum, and 
fo pay no attention to the higher needs of | 
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children to whom a real secondary educa- 
tion might be given until the impossible 
task of levelling up the strata below had 
been accomplished. For a long time 
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of any money whatever in regard to 


he was glad to recognise there was a 
greater tendency to acknowledge the 
separate needs of secondary education. 
He regarded the principle of securing an 
effective education as far as they could go 
for the children whom they could not 
carry beyond a certain stage, and of giving 
a higher and better style of education to 
those who could go on to secondary 
schools, as infinitely more valuable than 
that of giving to every locality an equal 
share of the money. It was known from 
the very first that there would be jealousy 
of the great centres on the part of loca- 
lities, but it was felt that if the money was 
equally divided among the localities it 
would be wasted. It would simply help 
the higher departments of elementary 
schools, and would not really develop and 
carry on secondary schools as they ought 
tobe. There was the local jealousy which 
had been put forward in an extremely 
crude form by the hon. Member for 
Banffshire, but it was impossible to have 
elective secondary schools in the more 
remote parts; they must be concen- 
trated in particular localities. The chil- 
dren who were fit to profit by higher 
education should have the best means and 
opportunities of getting that education, 
and should net be hampered by the con- 
sideration that other children, who were 
not equally fitted for development, did 
not get an equal amount of money spent 
upon them. That kind of equality was 
not desired, but it was desired that every- 
body should have exactly equal oppor- 
tunities to enjoy the benefit of education, 
and to rise to the highest education the 
country could give. The old parish 
schools did the very best that could be 
done for the children at that time, but 
there certainly was not that equality of 
attention given to each child which the 
hon. Member for Mid Lanark desired. 
It was the common and proverbial re- 
proach that the stupid children were 
neglected, while the dominie employed 
himself in the more congenial task of 
developing and carrying on the one 


clever boy who happened to be with him, 


and in giving him the secondary educa- 
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tion which often led from the crofter’s 
cottage to the university. That was how 
education was discriminated in those 
days. 
ferent point in the scale. 
necessary to neglect the stupid boy in 
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order that the clever boy might get to. 
the secondary school, and from there, | 


through bursaries and other means, be 
earried to the university. To adopt the 
scheme suggested would be to throw back 
the whole educational system of Scotland, 
and to set up one country against another. 
They were now getting rid of the tram- 
mels of the old Code, and were reaching a 
state of greater freedom in the distribu- 
tion of money for educational purposes. 
To upset a Minute which was doing first- 
rate work, and which had developed 
secondary education in the country, not 
on account of any general criticism or 
of any faults in the system, but merely 
because Banffshire did not get an ade- 
quate share of the plunder, would be a 
truly retrograde action, and one which 
he could not believe the House of Com- 
mons would ever sanction. 


*Mr. BLACK denied that this was 
a mere matter of local jealousy. The feel- 
ing was not confined to any one locality, 
but was spread all over Scotland. It was 
not a question of whether one locality 
received less money than another ; it 
was whether they were to have some 
secondary education, or none at all. 
Many of the pupils had not the means 
to leave their homes and to go to these 
centres of population, and unless the 
needs of the several localities were con- 
sidered according to some principle of 


local option, a very large number of | 
persons who, under a proper arrange- | 


ment, would receive adequate secondary 
education, although perhaps not so 
advanced as might be given in large 
centres, would receive none at all. That 
was the issue before the Committee. He 
repudiated the suggestion that this was a 
mere matter of local jealousy. It was a 
matter of importance to the whole educa- 
tion of Scotland. The Lord Advocate 
had referred to the miserable sum avail- 
able. It was a miserable sum. A great 


deal more money was needed for the | 


purpose, and he hoped the Lord Advocate 
would be able to give them satisfactory 
assurances when he introduced his Edu- 
cation Bill that the amount would be 


Mr. Parker Smith. 
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We had now advanced to a dif- | 
It was not | 
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increased. He asked leave to withdraw 
his Amendment, expressing the hope 
that the Lord Advocate would give full 
weight to the arguments which had been 


adduced. 


*Mr. J. A. CAMPBELL (Glasgow and 
_Aberdeen Universities) had a certain 
amount of sympathy with the hon. 
Member in regard to the schools in Banff- 
shire. There was no county in which 
| better work had been done in the higher 
‘departments of the ordinary schools. 
He trusted that that work would con- 
/tinue, and that neither the Government 
nor the Scotch Education Department 
would cease to encourage the advanced 
education in ordinary schools in places 
where there was no higher class school 
convenient. But the matter before the 
Committee was the application of a 
particular sum of money, not very large 
in amount, and the question was as to 
how it could best be applied for the pro- 
motion of secondary education. The 
higher class schools in Scotland, having 
no Government grants under the Code, 
were more in need of assistance than 
any other, and therefore he thought the 
Department had a good case in confining 
their attention in the distribution of this 
moderate sum of money to those schools. 
Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
Original Question again proposed. 
*Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) said 
there were two or three grievances in 
connection with the Highland schools 
to which he wished to call attention. In 
the case of the school at Ullapool, there 
were three years arrears of the annual 
grant of £60, formerly paid by the 
governors of the Trust for Education 
in the Highlands and _ Islands of 
Scotland. Although not a _ large 
amount in itself, to this small school it 
was of considerable importance. In 
1897 the clerk to the school board was 
instructed to send a communication with 
reference to the grant, but failed to do so. 
Three years afterwards the authorities 
swooped down upon the school board, 
and said that because they had failed to 
do certain things this grant was to be 
withdrawn. Why was not a communi 
|eation made at an earlier period? The 
‘school rate at Ullapool was 7d. or 8d. in 
‘the £1, but if the board had to call upon 
the ratepayers for this amount the rate 
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hdraw | would go up to 16d. or 17d. Such anjshould be paid to agriculture. The 
hope } action, however, would be illegal. What Secretary for Scotland was most anxious 
ve full | did the Lord Advocate propose the school that the young men of Scotland should 
d been | hoard should do? He trusted the right go abroad. But if they did send them 
hon. Gentleman would give an assurance abroad, why not send them properly 
wand | that the money would be paid. With | equipped? What was the use of sending 
ertain | regard to Highland schools generally, he them abroad without a knowledge of 
hon. | complained that children were taught in building construction! He knew they 
Banff. | schools which were in an unsanitary would not all stay in the Highlands, but 
which | condition. The buildings were not they should be educated so as to give 
higher | properly ventilated, and there was not an them achance, when they went to other 
shools, | adequate water supply. Sanitary in- lands or into the large cities, of earning 
dcon- | spectors reported upon the deficiencies, | a living, not merely as hewers of wood 
nment | but no attention was paid to their reports and drawers of water, but as skilled 
tment by the Scottish Education Department. workmen. The late Mr. Gladstone was of 
anced Many of the schools had no cloak-room, the opinion that more attention should be 
places | and the wet clothes of the children, paid to handicrafts in the Highlands, 
school | instead of being dealt with systematically, and Lord Rosebery was of the same 
re the were bundled pell-mell one on top of opinion. He trusted that some attention 
of a another. If the managers failed would be paid to these matters. 
large | to provide proper accommodation it With regard to inspectors’ holidays 
as to was the duty of the inspectors to he knew of one inspector who had not 
€ pro- report these matters to headquarters. had a single day’s holiday for two years. 
The | It was the business of the secretary of That was a matter which ought to be 
aving this Department to arrange matters. arranged better by the Secretary to the 
Code, | Probably they would be told that it was Department. It was his business to see 
than the school board managers who had not that those gentlemen who worked so 
it the performed their duty. He would remind hard should have a reasonable holiday 
fining the Committee that in the Highlands of every year. He begged to movea reduc- 
f this Scotland, in Ross and Cromarty, there tion of £500 on the Vote in respect of 
hools. were 6,000 heads of families who had no the salary of the Secretary to the Educa- 
votes because their rent happened to be tional Department. If the right hon. 
under £4 a year. He knew he would Gentleman gave a satisfactory reply he 
. he out of order in discussing that point, would withdraw his motion. 
deg ra Mg Bir ch ss sep _ Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘heals ik a tints sae In eth a shes * That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by 
a st aie we gerry ae £500, in respect of the Salary of the 
. In J schools which he had visited he found gq. nctapy -” 
ae . - secretary.” —(Mr. Weir.) 
there [| that the infants were compelled to sit for 
anual f hours on forms without backs. [Minis-, Mr. MUNRO FERGUSON (Leith 
y the J terial laughter.] Hon. Members oppo- Burghs) said that before the Lord Advo- 
‘ation f site laughed, but he had gone round the cate replied he wished to put forward 
s of J schools with doctors who were higher a complaint on behalf of the Leith School 
large | authorities on this subject than hon. Board, of which he had given the right 
ool it J Members opposite who laughed, and they | hon. Gentleman notice. He thought he 
. In had informed him that it was a very would be able to show that the money 
1 was f serious thing for young children to sit which should have been devoted to 
with | for hours on forms without any back. Scottish education might have been, at 
dose. f On behalf of those little children he any rate, usefully spent. The obligations 
rities | appealed to the right hon. Gentleman contracted by the State had been so 
oard, to take some steps to remedy this state modified by the financial effects of the 
ed to of things. He thought the scholars | Code of 1899 that the basis upon which 
to be should be given a better knowledge of educational progress in Leith had been 
aun f agriculture. What possible chance was founded was greatly affected. Under 
The | there under the present system for boys the new Code there would be a loss of 
sd. in and girls to get any knowledge of handi-| rather more than 1s. 6d. per head in 
upon f crafts or of agriculture? There were | Leith, amounting to a total of £700 a 
rate J scarcely any industries in the Highlands, , year. The Leith Academy, which was 
and he thought that more attention ' working admirably before the new Code 
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was adopted, had now been disorganised. | 
Before the change 122 out of 161 pupils 
obtained merit certificates, but the year 
following the change only 93 out of 240 | 
went up to the higher classes. There, 
had been an increase of staff at this 
Academy, which was called for under the 
new regulations, and the cost of this | 
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increase would be between £300 and! 


£400 a year. The school board rate 
would rise from Is. 2d. to at least 1s. 5d., 
and perhaps to 1s. 6d. The Leith School 
Board foresaw what the 
of the new Code would be, and they made 
representations to the Department, which 
he was asked to support. The Depart- 
ment thought otherwise, but the worst 
fears of the board had been realised under 
the new Code. The progress of educa- 
tion in Leith during the sixteen years 
he had represented Leith Burghs had 
been remarkable. In 1885 the schools 
rate was 4d. in the £, but in 1899 it was 
1s. 3d. The accommodation for children, 
which was very small in 1885, had now 
become quite adequate. In 1885 the 
number provided for was 5,213, but in 
1899 there was accommodation for 13,428. 
The average grant earned per scholar 
in 1885 was 17s. 11}d., but this had 
increased in 1899 to £1 5s. 54d. The 
total expenditure per scholar in average 
attendance in 1885 was £1 14s. 6d., but. 
in 1899 it was £3 6s. 93d. The cost of 
staff per school in 1885 was £1 7s. 8d. and 

in 1899 £2 7s. 9d. In 1885 the cost to 

the rates per scholar was 7s. 7$d., but 

in 1899 it was £1 3s. 1?d. Those figures 
showed that very large burdens had been 
placed upon the community during the 
past fifteen years. The rates of the 
locality had been trebled while the 
Government grants had only been ad- 
vanced by one-third. The cheerfulness 
with which the burden of the rates had 
been borne testified to the confidence 
in the board, and he could praise the 
board with all the less reserve because , 
it had been composed of gentlemen who 
did not agree with him in politics. The 
work which the board had done would 
not have been done had it not indulged 
in perfect confidence as to the stability of | 
contracts made under the Code. The 
more obvious causes of the loss were the 
redistribution of grants in favour of 
smaller boards, and the consolidation 

of areas which needed assistance. If the | 
smaller boards required assistance, why ' 


Mr. Munro Ferguson. 


consequence 


{COMMONS} 
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should it be given at the expense of the 
rates in Leith or at the expense of the 
Department’s reputation for continuity 
of policy ? : 

Another reason for the deficiency was 
doubtlessthe amalgamation of the Science 
and Art Department with the Scottish 
Education Department. No doubt 
some of those economies, on account of 
overlapping, were in the public interest, 
but one of those economies was the lower- 
ing of the status of the school of science 
in Leith to that of a higher grade school. 
By this agreement with the Depart- 
ment the board was bound “ to equip and 
continue in perpetuity part of theacademy 
as a science and art school.’’ And yet. 
when a deputation of the school board 
metthe Department to discuss this change 
of status to a higher grade school, it was 
told that the status of the academy was 
largely a Treasury matter, and that 
the Treasury had insisted on the change. 
Therefore, after spending £20,000 on 
this institution unnecessarily, the board 
lost it as grant-earning expenditure. 
That expenditure would not have been 
incurred unless the schoo! of science had 
been approved of by the Department. 
The inference was that at the time the 
Department was hard up, and it had 
been cutting its coat by the Treasury 
cloth. The inevitable result of the 
policy of the Government was_ that 
voluntary schools had been subsidised 
and voluntary subscriptions diminished, 
whilst their national Scotch system had 
been left stranded in order to find a 
national subsidy to a Church school 
or to relieve people who would not rate 
themselves for educational purposes. 
That he believed was the real origin of 
the injustice from which Leith now 
suffered. 

He would briefly condense the points 
of the board’s case. On the 24th of 
March, 1899, the board expressed 
its apprehension to the Department as 
to what the consequences of the New 
Code would be. It stated also that on 
the faith of the Department’s Circular 
of the 19th August, 1898, it established 
a science school. It was surprised to 
find that the 17s. 6d. limit would apply, 
although the Circular letter implicitly 
stated that it would not apply. That 
limit was applied, in spite of the specific 
assertion in the Circular that it would 
not be. The Department stated that 
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it gave the board the option of con- 
tinuing the institution as a school of 
science, but the condition of the Depart- 
ment and financial exigencies rendered 
that impossible. The board had no 
option but to accept the higher grade 
scheme, with all its limitations and loss 
of grant-earning power. The higher 
grade schools were a new feature in 


Edinburgh, whilst the Leith School of, 


Science was in full swing when the board 
was compelled to upset all its arrange- 
ments by this new system of a higher 
grade school. The board believed that 
if they were to restore the name it 
would increase the attendance, and they 
indicated that the test for merit certifi- 
cate seemed to be applied to Leith with 
extraordinary rigour. The percentage 
of passes varied from 94°7 in Dum- 
fries to 41°2 in Leith, and yet all 
the Leith schools had otherwise 
earned the highest possible grants, and 
received the most excellent reports. 
The correspondence between the board 
and the Department had been circu- 
lated, and he would not weary the House 
with long extracts from the correspon- 
dence beyond quoting the following 
assurance given him by the board regard- 
ing the science school— 

“The preparation of the plans, the pro- 
vision of fittings and equipment, the prepar- 
ation of the various schemes of work, and the 
appointment of teachers, ete., were all carefully 
considered, and brought into line with Govern- 
ment regulations existing at the time. 

“No part of the work was entered upon, be- 
cause of the board holding views of their own 
as to the method of making educational pro- 
vision. The desire of the board has all along 
been to carry out the spirit of Government 
regulations. All the board’s schemes and 
plans have been submitted to, and approved 
by, the Department, so that were the Depart- 
ment to adopt a course in any way condem- 
natory of the construction of the academy 
or of any scheme of education, elementary or 
advanced, in Leith, they would in effect be 
censuring their own work.” 

The petition of the Leith School Board 
was that it had— 

“1. Had to spend some £20,000 on the 
science school, which might have been saved 
had it been equipped at first as a higher grade 
school ; 

“2. Has suffered a loss of over £700 (equal 
to ls. 6{d. per scholar in average attendance) 
for the year 1900, while for some inexplicable 
reason it has not received the extra 6d., under 
Article 19 B (2). 

“3. Has since the 1899 Code had to expend 
between £300 and £400 additional in respect of 
an increased number of teachersrendered neces- 
sary by that Code; and 
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“4, Has suffered not only in grant-earning 
power, as already mentioned, but also indirectly 
from the change in the status of the school, 
which has been largely the cause of the great 
decrease in the number of scholars going into 
the higher departments after having secured 
the merit certificate.” 
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[he board represented that the recent 
policy of the Education Department was 
salculated to shake the confidence of 
school boards in the continuity of depart- 
mental policy and so prejudice the cause 
of education, and they would urge that 
such alterations be made as might make 
it possible for the schools of the board 
to earn as much in future as they were 
able to do prior to the Code of 1899. On 
these grounds he strongly urged that the 
Department should once and for all 
decide what its educational policy should 
be, so that in incurring large expendi- 
ture for educational purposes all boards 
might know that they could depend upon 
the continuity and the stability of con- 
tracts entered into with the State. He 
had never before, that he could recollect, 
had occasion to address the House on any 
local grievance with respect to his con- 
stituency in the last sixteen years, but 
he felt bound to represent the cause of 
education in Leith, which he thought 
had suffered not only at the hands of the 
Department, but also, in common with 
the rest of Scotland, at the hands of the 
Government. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
grievances of Leith may be practically 
divided under two heads. The first com- 
plaint is that they have not received as 
much and they have had to spend more. 
under the New Code than they would have 
had to do under the old. The second 
complaint is as to the science school. In 


\the correspondence to which the hon. 


Member has referred, the Leith School 
Board wrote to the Department to the 
effect that they anticipated the effect of 
'the New Code, would be to raise their 
rates from 1s. 2d. to 1s. 5d. or 1s. 6d., and 
they attributed this increase to the action 
of the Department. I am able to show 
that the total loss of grants over all the: 
schools of the Leith School Board is some- 
thing less than £400, while the only 
| additional expenditure which the board 
| specifically urge as due to the action of 
the Department is the expenditure of 
| £300 or £400 to increase the number of 
teachers instituted by the change. These: 
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amounts would represent about a half- | 


penny rate in Leith. Therefore, I think 
it is abundantly clear that an increase 
of 3d. or 4d. in the £1 in the rates is not 
entirely due to the action of the Depart- 
ment. But, apart from this and upon 
general grounds, the changes made in the 
Code of 1899 were, as the hon. Member 
knows, made in pursuance of a general 
educational policy. Putting aside for 
the moment what is, after all, the real 
justification of our action, namely, the 
educational advantage of the new system 
as against payment by results, the effect 
as a mere instrument of getting money 
out of that milch cow the Treasury has 
been decidedly favourable to the schools 
of Scotland. For the year previous to 
last year under the old Code the sum per 
head extracted from the Imperial Ex- 
chequer in grants was £1 2s. 1?d., but in 
the year which has just passed ‘under the 
New Code the amount per head is repre- 
sented by £1 2s. 4d. Therefore, quite 
apart from the educational policy— 
although that is the justification of the 
whole “proceeding—if you look upon it 
as a mere question of how much you get 
for Scotland out of the Treasury, the New 
Code has been a gain to Scotland and not 
aloss. The hon. Gentleman when speak- 
ing of Leith felt that he could not alto- 
gether forget that. He merely said that 
the New Code had been of benefit to many 
of the smaller boards in Scotland. | 
assure you it has been of benefit not only 
to the smaller boards, but, on the con- 
trary, to a great many of the larger 
boards. I notice in the report of the 
Committee on School Work—the work 
of the board schools in 1899-1900 in 
Edinburgh—the following passage 

“The grant per scholar last session, calcu- 
lated on an average attendance of 28,866, was 
£1 4s. 2d. The previous session, on an average 
attendance of 28,314, it was £1 3s. 7#d. It 
will be seen,on reference to the analysis of 
His Majesty’s Inspectors’ Reports, that the 
increase over the previous session is almost 
wholly due to the large grants earned in the 
Higher Grade Departments of Broughton and 

sruntsfield schools. which amounted to 
£3 9s. 34d. and £3 6s. 24d. respectively per 
scholar. The schools which were inspected 
under the old regulations, i.c., the Code of 
1898, earned an average grant per scholar of 
£1 3s. 9d., while those schoola inspected under 
the Code of 1899 earned £1 5s. 5$d. per 
scholar. The total araount of grants actually 
earned for the session was £34, 899 9s. 1d., 
compared with £33,420 17s. id. for the 
previous session.” 


Mr. A. Graham Murray. 
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A larger town even than Leith is now 
in a position to see the effect of this 
Code, which, it has found, has _ been 
entirely to our advantage in getting 
money out of the Treasury. After all, 
these regulations are entirely general in 
their character, and if it is a matter of 
fact that Leith has not got as much as 
she used to get, and that Leith has 
suffered from regulations of that charae- 
ter, it must be, I think, because it has 
had a smaller number cf advanced 
scholars according to the school popula- 
‘tion. Now, I believe one other argument 
that was used was that a fewer number 
entered in 1899 in the secondary depart- 
ments. But before 1899 pupils were 
entered into the secondary department 
without any preliminary test either as 
regards age or qualification. In the 
succeeding year there was introduced a 
perfectly reasonable test—the merit cer- 
tificate examination—and | am afraid 
that there again the only inierence about 
Leith one can draw is that in the past 
it included as secondary scholars a class 
who ought not really to have been con- 
sidered as secondary scholars at all, and 
as soon as they were subjected to the 
test of the merit certificate they did not 
secure their status as secondary scholars. 
So far on the question of grants. | 
turn now to the higher grade depart- 
ment. That after all is merely a question 


of organisation. I have already ex- 
plained to the Committee how the 
system has changed, and how we are 


now distributing together the money 
which we used to distribute to continua- 
tion schools, and the money we used 
to distribute under grants of the Science 
and Art Department. That will no 
doubt make an essential difference in 
some places, but the real difficulty in 
Leith lies in something quite else. The 
so-called school of science in Leith was 
not a separate school at all. It was only 
a section of the secondary department 
of a public school taught by the same 
teachers. In the New Code of 1899 
provision is made by giving grants on 
the Parliamentary Votes to those public 
schools that made science a prominent 
feature in their curriculum. The only 
| grants for science which can be made to 
| a school which is a public school are the 
parliamentary grants. If a board is 
dissatisfied with the status of a school 
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as a publie school they can adopt, if they | 
choose, the method described in the | 
Act of 1872, and convert it into a higher | 
grade school. In that case they would | 
forfeit the parliamentary grant, but what | 
they cannot do—though they would like | 
to do it, and the grievance is that they | 
cannot do it--is that they cannot have a | 
school at one and the same time a higher | 
class and a scientific school. When we! 
come to the money they spend, that is 
really very difficult to follow, for this 
reason, that the money spent on this | 
school is inextricably mixed up with the 
technical school or the school of art. 
The truth really seems to be that per- 
haps we have been too sanguine as to the 
nature of the grants in general, and the | 
Leith board seems to have spent a little | 
too much money, and the only way they | 
can get that back is to increase the | 
number of pupils receiving advanced | 
instruction; but there | am afraid they | 
are probably hampered by a tendency | 
which, | think, exists—the hon. Mem- 
ber will know more about it than I can 
tell him—which is that there are, I think, 
a good many parents in Leith and Edin- 
burgh who will not retain their children at 
school to the age of sixteen or seventeen, 
hecause they prefer to send them to 
other schools that are not free schools. 
You will always find that in a well-to-do 
place like Leith, for very obvious reasons. 
There they cannot unfortunately have | 
their school both a publie school and a | 
higher class school. | hope that disposes | 
of the case of Leith. | 

| now come to certain very varied | 
matters that were brought to my notice 
by the hon. Member for Ross-shire. 
There were a good many of them in which 
really it was somewhat difficult to follow 
him. 


*MR. 
again 
*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I do 
not mean it is difficult to follow him in 
that sense, but I mean it is a little difticult 
to make out how the permanent secretary 
of the Education Department is to cope 
with the matters of which he complains. 
For instance, he complains that there are 
many Highland schools where the chil- 
dren have no cloak-rooms, and where | 
constantly they have to keep on wet 
garments. Well, all these matters, of 
course, in regard to proper school accom- ' 
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modation are matters primarily for the 
school boards, but really, to expect the 
Secretary of the Education Department 
to know the condition of all the cloak- 
rooms in every school in the Highlands 
is rather, | think, to credit that admirable 
official with more argus eyes than he is 
generally provided with. It is said, 
“Why did he not find out that children 
were sent to school in an inteetious 
state i a He would, indeed, have an 
extraordinary prophylactic power if, 
sitting in Dover Street, he could say that 
returned to school sooner 
after an attack of measles than he ought. 
These matters savoured more of public 
health than of education, and must be 
treated to the best of our ability by the 
resources that are open to us on the spot. 
If there is any specific case, any Member 
who does not shrink from putting ques- 
tions might bring it before the notice of 
the House. [I am sure we should not 
consider the subject too trivial, and we 
would be able to look into even the 
smallest matter. But as to the general 
complaint, without chapter and verse, | 
really do not know, even after this 
debate, what I could tell my friend the 
Secretary of the Education Department. 
The hon. Gentleman compared the num- 
ber who were learning Greek and Latin 
with the number learning book-keeping 
and various other more modern studies — 
[Mr. Weir: Agriculture|— agriculture, 
and so on. He spoke of the difficulty 
of young men from the Lews going out 
into the world without being properly 


equipped. I did not gather from him 
that those 6,704 who were learning 


languages were learning them in the 
Lews, and although the general senti- 
ment as to the propriety af being in- 
structed in agriculture and so on is very 
proper, it is obviously quite impossible 
to give a thorough curriculum in all 
these subjects in all the elementary 
schools in the Kingdom, which are the 
institutions we are now discussing. | 
would remind the hon. Member that 
technical instruction is just one of those 
things my noble friend the Secretary for 
Scotland is very anxious to take into the 
work of the Congested Districts Board. 
[ hope he will be able to do it in an 
amending Act. 

I think I have gone through what 
I may call the multifarious subjects 
to which the hon. Member called 
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attention. I come to the specific com- | 
plaint as regards the school at Ulla-| 
pool. I may say in passing, of course, 
that the Sec retary for the Education | 
Department, on whose salary he moves 
a reduction, is only very incidentally 
implicated in this affair at all, because he 
has only got what I may call an advisory 
position. The real parties are the Gover- 
nors of the Trust for Education in the 
Highlands and Islands of Scotland. 
Now, these persons are a statutory body, 
and they act under a scheme which 
allows them to give grants, and, of 
course, they are bound by the conditions 
of the scheme. Under Section 33. of 
their scheme there is this— 

“The governors shall at once reduce or with- 
draw a grant if they are satistied that it is 
not being oo in accordance with the pro- 
visions of this ection, or the conditions made 
by them ; provided alw ays that if the goyern- 
ing body of the school have ineurred any 
special obligations on the faith of the grant, 
it shall be competent to them to appeal to the 
Seotch Education Department, and in that 
case the consent of the Scotch Education De- 
partment shall be necessary to the with- 

drawal or reduction of the grant.” 


That is the only way in which the Scotch | 
Education Department comes in. The 
gravamenof thehon. Member scharge was 
that there were no auditors, as in Eng- 
land,that matters wereallowed to slide for 
three years, and that at the end of three 
years they pounced on these unfortunate 
people. Let me tell the Committee how 
matters exactly stand. In 1891 the 
school board made application to the 
governors for a grant to Ullapool school, 
and on particulars furnished by the 
school board a grant was made, subject 
to the further conditions drawn up in 
respect of that These further 
conditions contained this— 

“That the 


1 
school. 


school board should maintain 


such a teaching staff as should be fully | 


Slide adiiorte.” | having stopped the grant for two years ! 


adequate to give efficient instruction in the 


In 1895 the governors began to have | 


suspicions that the staff was not as it | 
ought to be, and ae ordingly the *y wrote 
to the school board requesting them to | . 
increase the expenditure to the extent of | 
£100, and intimating that if they did not | | 
do it the grant would be taken away next | 
year. In answer to that they sain | 
a letter in 1896, which contained the | 
following— 

“In compliance with the request of the 
governors, the expenditure on the school staff 


Mr, A. Graham Murray. 
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has been increased, and my Board propose to 
still further increase it this year.’ 

| Surely this is a sufficient answer to the 
‘charge of the hon. Member that the 
governors were letting matters slide 
and not looking into them. I do not 
know what else the governors could do. 
lf you get a letter back from the autho. 
rised clerk of a school board you cannot 
suppose that it is written behind the 


backs of those for whom he professes 


to write. The governors’ suspicions 
were again a roused, and they pointed out 
that the expe nnditure had been altogether 
inadequate. They got an answer to 


| that which they did not consider satis- 


factory, and they wrote again and in- 
formed the school board that they could 
not go on with the grant until they had 
had an inspection by one of their own 
number. Well, they did inspect, and 
found that the teaching was utterly 
inadequate. What happened then? | 
think the school board then really saw 
their own position. Now | quote froma 
letter which the chairman of the school 
board himself wrote. He says— 

“T frankly admit that for years the School 
Board of Lochbroom received grants without 
fully implementing the conditions on which 
they were received. I further admit that 
when you first wrote the late clerk of the 
hoard that you got an evasive and inaccurate 
reply, but the matter was never submitted to 
the board, which only recently came to know 
the whole facts. I know well that a school 
voard is a corporate body, and legally re- 
sponsible for the action of its predecessors. 
*Mr. WEIR: What is the date of that 
letter 
*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
date is December, 1899. When you get 
that confession from the people them- 
selves, can the hon. Member come here 
and say it is the fault of the Seotch 
Education Department that they did 
not interfere with the governors for 


*Mr. WEIR: Three years. 

*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: No, 
It says two in the 
I cannot help think- 
| ing that the Committee will not consider, 
| after the explanation | have given, that 
‘in this matter, at any rate, there was 
very much cause for criticism of the 
action of the Secretary of the Education 
Department. 

*Mr. WEIR said he did not refer to 
searlet fever or any other fever at Ulla- 
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pool, but in the whole of the Highlands 
of Scotland. He hoped that this busi- 
ness would be attended to. He was not 
satisfied with the reply of the right hon. 
(;entleman. Reference had been made 
to Section 33 of the scheme under which 
the governors acted. Why did the 
governors not “reduce or withdraw ~ 
the grant at once when they found the 
teaching staff was inadequate? They 
allowed three years to pass. The 
governors ought to have stopped it at 
once, so that the school board of Ullapool 
might know where they were. The 
right hon. Gentleman had not pointed 
out any way for relieving the school 
hoard of the difficulty. It would he 
illegal to impose a rate for these arrears. 
The Secretary of the Department should 
have placed on the governors the duty of 
seeing that the work was properly 
attended to instead of allowing three 
vears to pass, with the result that the 
Ullapool board had got into this difficulty. 
He regretted that in consequence of the 
unsatisfactory reply he could not possibly 
withdraw the motion. 


(Question put. 


The Committee 
Division. 


proceeded to a 


Mr. Weir was appointed a Teller for the 
Ayes, but no Member being willing to 
act as second Teller, the Chairman 
declared that the Noes had it. 


Original Question again proposed. 


*\MIn. WEIR said he wanted some 
information as to the item of £250 for 
counsel for legal work. Why was 
the work not carried on at Dover House 
by the Lord Advocate or the Solicitor 
General for Scotland? Who was this 
gentleman receiving £250 per year as 


AY 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 


Allen, Chas. P. (Gloue. Stroud 
Ambrose, Robert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 

Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter 

Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 


Dillon, John 
Doogan, P. C. 


| Ffrench, Peter 


| Griffith,.: Ellis J 


| Jones, William 
Joyce, Michael 


{10 May 1901} 


Donelan, Captain A. 
| Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 


Flavin, Michael Joseph 
| Flynn, James Christopher 
Fuller, J. M. F. 
Gilhooly, James 


Hammond, John 
Hayden, John Patrick 
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counsel to the Scotch Education Depart- 
ment ? 

Mr. PARKER SMITH said he was 
sorry the time of the Committee should 
be occupied by those frivolous objections. 

*Mr. WEIR moved that the Vote be 
reduced by the sum of £250 in respect 
to the salary of junior counsel. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by 
£250, in respect of the salary of counsel.” 


(Mr. Weir.) 


*THE LORD ADVOCATE said that 
there had always been a counsel for the 
Scotch Education Department. The 
gentleman was junior counsel and a 
Scotch advocate in practice. The hon. 
Member tor Ross-shire asked why he 
or the Solicitor General for Scotland 
did not do the work. It was for the 
simple reason that the Scotch Education 
Department, like other Departments, 
was entitled to have a junior counsel for 
ordinary advice in legal matters. 


*Mr. WEIR said there was no informa- 
tion as to whether this legal gentleman 
was established in Dover House or in 
Edinburgh. The Lord Advoeate’s ex- 
planation was most unsatisfactory, and 
there was no reason why, because it 
had been paid for a number of years, 
this salary should be continued to be 
paid, when the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer was asking for economy in 
every Department. The work}should 
be done in Dover House, and atter the 
uncourteous manner with which his 


inquiry had been treated he would 
insist on going to a division. 

(Juestion put. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 63 ; 


Noes, 161, 
ES. 


(Division List No. 82.) 


Leamy, Edmund 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark <A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Fadden, Edward 

Mooney, John J. 
Morgan,J.Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Moss, Samuel 

Murphy, J. 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
(Carnarvons.) | O’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Doherty, William 
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(Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O'Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Malley, William 
‘O’Mara, James 
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Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. | 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Asher, Alexander 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Asquith, Rt.Hn.HerbertHenry 
Atkinson, Rt. Eon. John 
Bain, Col. James, Robert 
saird, Jolin George Alexander 
dalfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manclir 
Balfour, Rt HnGeraldW.(Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin | 
Beach, Rt. Hon. W. W. B( Hants 
Bell, Richard 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Black, Alexander William 
Bond, Edward 

Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hn. St. John 
srown,George M. (Edinburgh) 
Bryee, Rt. Hon. James 

Bull, William James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 

‘Cautley, Henry Strother 


Cavendish. V.C. W (Derbyshire | 


Cecil, Evelvn (Aston Manor) 
ChamberlainJ. Austen(Worc’r 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Chapman, Edward 

Churchill, Winston Spencer 


Corbett,A. Cameron(Glasgow) | 


Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Crombie, John William 
Dewar,John A.(Inverness-sh. ) 
Dickson, Charles Seott 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 


| Melville, Beresford Valentine 


Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) | 


Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Elibank, Master of 

Faber, George Denison 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fellowes, Hn. Ailwyn Edward 


Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith | 


Fergusson, RtHn.SirJ.(Mane’r 


Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst | 


Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward A. 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 


Original Question again 


*Mr. C. M. DOUGLAS 


N.W.) said he wished to obtain, if pos- 
sible, some declaration of policy from the 
Government in regard to the training 
A new depar- 
ture was inevitable and essential, and it 


.of teachers in Scotland. 


| Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 


proposed. 
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O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Redmond, JohnE. (Waterford 
Roche, John 


| Seott,Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 


Sullivan, Donal 


NOES. 
Flower, Ernest 
Gartit, William 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Godson, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn | 


| Gore, Hon. 8. Fk. Ormsby- 


Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir JohnEldon 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene, SirE W(B rySEdm nds 
(Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury 
Guest, Hon. [vor Churchill 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Harris, frederick Leverton 
Heath, ArthurHoward(Hanley 
Heath, Jas (Statfords, N. W. | 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Hermon-Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Higginbottom, S. W. 
Howard,John( Kent, Faversh. ) 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Layland- Barratt, Francis 

Lee, A. H. (Hants, Fareham) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Giower, Fredk. N.S. 
Long, Rt. Hon. W.( Bristol, 8.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowther, Kt. Hon. James( Kent) | 
Lucas, Col. Francis(Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
Majendie, James A. 

Maxwell, W.J H( Dumfriesshire 


Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, ArthurH. A. (Deptford 
Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G.(Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
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Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) | 
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Tully, Jasper 

Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 

Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 

TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Weir and Mr. William 
Redmond. 


Partington, Oswald 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pirie, Dunean V. 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 
Randles, John 8. 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 
Ricley,Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ridley,S. Fo:de( BethnalGreen 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
folleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Col. Robert 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shaw-Stewart.M.H.( Renfrew) 
Sinclair, Capt.John (Forfarsh. ) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, Abel H.( Hertford, East) 
Smith, JamesParker( Lanarks. 
Spear, John Ward 
Spencer, Rr. HnC. R( Northants 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ. M‘Taggart 
Stroyan, John 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHn.J.G.(Oxf'dUniv 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Ure, Alexander 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan 
Wason,JohnCathcart(Orkney 
Webb, Colonel WilliamGeorge 
Wentworth,!Bruce C. Vernon- 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A.Stanley(York,E.R.) 
Wilsor, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson, J. W.(Worcestersh.N. 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Hayes Fisher. 


| rested with the Government to say what 
| ° ° . i 

(Lanarkshire, | their new policy was going to be and 

what changes were to be made. 


The 
Scotch Members would 
in this, as in 
matter concerning Scotch 
were happily able 
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to exclude the religious difficulty. 
They had a system of compromise which 
worked with moderate satisfaction to 
the great majority of the people of 
Scotland, although, in his opinion, it 
inflicted a certain degree of injustice 
on the Roman Catholics in Scotland. 
There was no keenly felt animosity 
in any considerable section of Scottish 
opinion against the denominational 
character of the Scottish training 
colleges, but it was perfectly plain that 
a great reform of these institutions was 
essential in order to meet the demand 
for school teachers. The churches of 
Scotland could not be expected to con- 
tribute largely to putting the training 
colleges on a proper educational footing ; 
and, in fact, they did not recognise any 
binding obligation on them to raise 
the standard of efficiency of their training 


( lleges. 
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circumstances there were 
alternative lines of — pro- 
open, namely, to reinforce the 
colleges and improve — their 
equipment, or by some administrative 
change to associate the training of 
teachers more closely with the higher 
education of the country. He = con- 
fessed he was altogether sceptical as to 
the first, and he would look with very 
grave suspicion on the management of 
the training colleges in Scotland directly 
from Dover House. He should look with 
greater hope to the increased use of the 
facilities offered by the Scottish univer- 
sities. That was a process that was now 
going on, stimulated, he most willingly 


In these 
only two 
gress 


existing 


acknowledged, by the wise policy of the , 


Education Department. The sanction of 
the Education Department to the attend- 
ance of training college students at the 
universities was obtained in 1874, when 
there were only thirty-three students 
at the universities. In 1896 there were 
246, in 1897 320, and in 1898 380. 
That was the policy, the advancement of 
which would, he believed, solve the 
difficulties they were in. In the first 
place, training colleges were extravagant 
institutions ; he did not mean extrava- 
gantly managed, but the system was 
extravagant. The average student cost 
for teaching £28 a year, whereas the 
average student at Glasgow University 
—a man reading the classics, philosophy, 


and the very expensive studies in science 
' 
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and medicine—cost only £16, about half 
the cost in the training colleges. That 
was not due to wastetul management, 
but to the fact that the system was a 
wasteful and extravagant one to work. 
Again, the educational results produced 
in the training colleges, excellently 
managed as they were in their own way, 
were very unsatisfactory. In the first 
place, it was plain that the best students 
were entirely dependent for the best of 
their teaching on the universities, and 
yet they could not really belong to the 
universities. They were in the univer- 
sities, but not of them. Their life in 
them was not the principal part of their 
educational existence ; and it was in the 
nature of the case that students working 
in two entirely different types of institu- 
tions should frequently find a collision 
in their minds between their work at the 
universities and at the colleges. He did 
not for a moment mean that there was 
any friction bet weenthe authorities of the 
universities andthe training colleges. He 
thought that by discretion on both sides 
that had always been largely avoided. and 
could now be said net to exist, but there 
was the difficulty that the students were 
working for two sets of people not in 
close relation with each other. Training 
college education tended in the nature of 
the case to be narrow and mechanieal. 
It consisted chiefly in a close and some- 
what mechanicalinstructioninthenarrow 
range of subjects afterwards to be taught, 
and he doubted if it tried to produce any- 
thing that might be called a broad or gene- 
rous scholarship. He very much doubted 
whether that very grave defect could be 
remedied in the existing institutions, 
Inspected as they were, they could not 
hope to get rid of the tendency to substi- 
tute cramming for education, or of their 
narrow spirit of professionalism, and they 
could not attain to the quality of the 
education given in the universities. They 
could not afford to employ the same class 
of men and the same high type of scholar 
as the universities; they had not the 
intellectual breadth or the social ad- 
vantages of the universities ; and they 
could not give the same idea of the 


academic method of learning and 
teaching. 


There was a further consideration of 
importance connected with the greater 
introduction of teachers to the univer- 
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sities. He believed it would constitute a 
greater and more substantial advance 
than any other step could constitute in 
the social position of the teachers. All 
who knew anything about Scottish 
education recognised that one of the 
greatest difficulties to which it 
exposed was the extreme difficulty of 
providing an adequate staff of teachers. 
From his own experience of Scottish 
students he could not resist the con- 
viction that that was in a large measure 
due to a certain sense of inferiority 
that existed, wrongly and __ foolishly 
enough, in the minds of many people 
with respect to teachers. but especially 
teachers in the public elementary 
schools. He was glad to think that that 
feeling was disappearing, and it’ was 
most important that they should do all 
they could to hasten its disappearance. 
He was certain that a University 
education received with men destined 
for other professions—the future minister 
or lawyer or doctor—would do more 
than anything else to affect the social 
status of the teaching profession. 

He would not theorise, but refer to facts. 
As he would remind the Committee. 
in 1896 there began a rapid and, as 
he thought, a fortunate increase in the 
number of training college students 
attending the universities. and he be- 
lieved that the Committee would agree 
with him that it was something more 
than a mere coincidence that the number 
of men students attending the training 
colleges during the two years in which 
that great development took place in- 
creased by fifty per cent. Up to that 
time the inspectors had noticed, with 
apprehension and dismay, that the 
number of men applying for admission 
to the training colleges was steadily 
falling, but with an increased use of 
University opportunities there came— 
he himself was a spectator of it—a greater 
desire on the part of competent men 
to enter the teaching profession. In 
general he was sure that the Committee 
would accept the view that the 
supervision, the less restraint. and the 


Was 


less 


less separate treatment there was the | 
better would be theteacher andthe higher 


thesocial statusof the teaching profession. 

His solution of the problem would be to 

entrust the Universities of Scotland 

frankly with the teaching work, and 
Mr. C. M. Douglas. 
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to endow them with the necessary funds, 
leaving separate institutions no more 
than the mere supervision of the future 
teachers. That would not be made to 
apply to the Roman Catholic or Episco- 
palian colleges. He would be very sorry 
to see them compelled to consent to that 
management. But he believed that, after 
some consideration,and perhaps some con- 
troversy, the Presbyterian colleges would 
willingly assent to such an arrangement, 
The Presbyterian colleges in Scotland had 
never been slow to approach educational 
questions in a broad-minded and feariess 
manner, and they had never allowed 
sectarian interest to stand against edu- 
cational advantage. He believed they 
would adopt the same public-spirited and 
patriotic course as they did in 1872, when 
they put on one side al! the difficulties 
which might easily have been interposed. 
He fully realised the difficulties of such 
a policy as he had suggested —difticulties 
which were so great ten years ago that 
the Seottish Universities Commission 
found itself unable to arrive at any 
decision on the point. He should like 
to say two things about the action of the 
Committee. In the first place nothing 
was put forward except a very limited 
and one-sided scheme, which was expressly 
rejected because it was limited, and did 
not apply generally. In the second place, 
since that decision, or absence of decision, 
on the part of the Universities Com- 
mission there had been a very great 
increase in the use made of the universt- 
ties by training college students, which 
led him to hope that the main diffi- 
culties in the way could be overcome. 
What he wished to urge on the Govern- 
ment was that whatever policy was 
adopted in the meantime ought not, at 
all events, to preclude some such final 
solution as he had suggested, but rather 
to lead up to it. He suggested that the 
Department ought not to develop the 
existing institutions, whether governed 
by the churches which would not pay tor 
them or by the Department which 
must, but rather that the Department 
should devise an administrative method 
which would preserve its own interest In 
the teachers in their future work, and 
yet allow them to avail of the very best 
educational opportunities that are opel 
to them of the Scottish universities 
for all sections of the Scottish people 


1416. 





un 
con 
cul 
tha 
onl 
sho 
the 
sid 
coh 
to 

dri 
ado 
cip! 
pre 
He 
‘6 s 
to 1 
to 

bet: 
tha 
uni 
the 
plet 
ver: 
of i 
aml 
cert 
vers 
ins 
as t 
me} 
of t 
ot te 
hav 
tha 
for 
mol 
sibl 
coul 
he | 
poli 
hav 
fror 
mai 
nect 
wh 


*M 
that 
of t 

M 
Mr. 
Men 

M 


mov 


1416. 


Funds, 
more 
‘uture 
de to 
pisco- 
SOrry 
» that 
_ atter 
e€ COon- 
would 
ment, 
d had 
tional 
ariess 
lowed 
edu- 
they 
d and 
when 
ulties 
posed, 
such 
‘ulties 
» that 
ission 
any 
1 like 
ot the 
thing 
mited 
ressly 
d did 
place, 
‘ision, 
Com- 
great 
iversl- 
which 
diffi- 
me. 
)vern- 
was 
ot, at 
final 
‘ather 
it the 
p the 
erned 
ay for 
which 
rment 
ethod 
est in 
. and 
y best 
open 
rsities 
people 





1417 


something of the sort already existed. } 
In Aberdeen and St. Andrews, Queen’s 
students took their education at the 
universities under the supervision of local 
committees. He recognised all the diffi- 
culties of such a scheme, but he believed 
that it was not only possible, but was the 
only wise course open to them. They 
should not develop the inferior side of 
the existing system, but rather its best 
side, and they should continue in a more 
coherent and rapid fashion that policy 
to which all the facts of the case had 
driven them, and which had _ been 
adopted, he might almost say, in prin- 
ciple. It might be urged that he was 
prejudiced in favour of the universities. 
He was not concerned to deny it, but 
it was no argument against the reform 
to urge that it might be advantageous 
to the universities. No money was 
better spent on education in Scotland 


Supply—Civil 


than that which was spent on the 
universities. For his part he thought 
there could be no sound or com- 


plete educational system in which uni- 
versities did not exist as part of it,the goal 
of its achievement and the object of the 
ambition of all. That had been to a 
certain extent true of the Scottish uni- 
versities, and the best results of education 
in Scotland were due to that fact as much 
as to any other. He hoped the Govern- 
ment would recognise the seriousness 
of the issue connected with the training 
of teachers, and that the Committee would 
have an assurance from the Government 
that they would not formulate any plan 
for dealing with the matter without a 
more complete discussion that was pos- | 
sible that night. Nothing but good 
could result from such a discussion, and 
he believed that there was no educational 
policy in which the Government would 
have more cordial and united support | 
from the Scottish people than that of 
maintaining and developing the con- 
nection between the universities and the 
whole system of public instruction. 


*Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY : I confess | 
that in many of the individual remarks | 
of the hon. Member—— 

Mr. CALDWELL: Ona point of order, 
Mr. Chairman, I understood the hon. | 
Member to move a reduction. 

Mr. C. M. DOUGLAS: I began by 


moving a reduction. | 
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THe CHAIRMAN : It is not necessary 
to move a reduction, and the hon, Member 
did not conclude with a motion. 


Service Estimates, 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Item Q (Annual Grants to Train- 
ing Colleges) be reduced by £100.”—(Mr. 
Charles Douglas.) 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: With 
many of the remarks of the hon. Member, 
with many of the sentiments he expressed, 
and with much of the general tone of his 
speech, I believe I am quite rightly repre- 
senting the views of the Government 
and the Department when I say that 
we are in entire sympathy. It would 
really be almost painting the lily to say 
that we entirely agree with him in his 
praise of the universities, and in his wish 


, that members of the teaching profession 


in Seotland should have the advantage 
not only of university training, but 
university contact with men in other 
branches of life. But when I have said 
that Iam left in very great doubt as to 
what precisely the hon. Member wishes 
the Government to do. [ would wish 
on this educational evening that I was 
entitled to set hon. Members down to the 
task of writing precisely what they think 
is the proposal of the hon. Member, and 
if that were done, | think we should 
have varying results. In particular, the 
hon. Member left me in doubt in what he 
said about the training colleges them- 
selves. He began, as far as I could see, 
by deprecating some suggestions in the 
report of Dr. Stewart, which had the 
result of interfering with the present 
training college system, 


Mr. C. M. DOUGLAS: Of confirm. 


ing the present college system, 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: Oh, I 
misunderstood the hon. Gentleman. Ele 
went on to say that he thought the 
training colleges were in accordance with 
the general desire of the country. I am 
entirely with him in his remarks with 
reference to the Roman Catholic college. 
That is the best equipped and most 
thoroughly efficient of all the training 
colleges we have, and | am_ perfectly 
certain that no more unpopular step 
could be taken with the very large 


‘number of Roman Catholies in Seotland 


than for the Department to take pro- 
ceedings in any way to put an end to that 
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college. Passing from that, while [/ as a training college expense. Then, as 


understood his opening remarks to be | 


generally in favour of the training 
colleges, he very quickly began to dis- 
semble his love, and in the latter part of 
his speech he called them extravagant. 
academic, and suffering from all the 


disadvantages of an inspection system, | 
which really prevented any proper train- | 


ing being given in them at all. So far 
as the inspection system is concerned, 
let me remind the hon. Member that it is 
not looked upon as a system to be desired 
from the educational point of view ; but, 
so far as I know, it is an absolutely 
necessary corollary. If public money is 
given to any institution, you must have 
a check, and therefore inspection is a 
necessary evil. But what, after all, is 
the function of the Department in con- 
nection with training colleges? It is 
not a condition or a rule of the Depart- 


ment that a man cannot be a certificated | 


teacher without going through a training 
college. Any man may be a certificated 
teacher who can pass a certain examina- 
tion, and who also, of course, can show 
a practical experience of teaching in 


schools. In one sense it is really for 


persons to come forward and offer them- | 


selves as teachers, so far as the Depart- 
ment is concerned, but if the matter were 
left entirely alone no doubt the stock of 
teachers would suffer. Accordingly, all 
the efforts made by the Department 
are not to impose a 
lar standard for teachers—that is 
done by examination—but with a view 
to fostering the training of teachers in 
order to provide a proper supply for the 
educational needs of the country. 


We take these colleges as we find them | 


and we do the best we can with them. 


The hon. Member says that the teacher | 
who is trained in one of them will never | 


be like the man who is brought into con- 
tact with the life of a university. | 
agree ; but what has been the policy of the 
Department. As he knows, we have 
done our best to enlist the unversities in 
this cause. In the first place we have 
tried to put a certain tincture of the 
universities into the training colleges 
themselves, by arranging that students 
at the colleges, if they are fit, should 
take a certain amount of their classes 
at the universities, and the expense of 


taking these classes is treated and paid 


Mr. A. Graham Murray, 


particu. | 


the hon. Member mentioned, we have 
inaugurated a system of Kings’ students 


as opposed to King’s scholars. King’s 
students are not in the training 


colleges at all; they get their education 
at the universities. The hon. Member, 
no doubt, would like to see that system 
very much increased. We are doing 
our best to increase it, but let me remind 
the hon. Member of one thing. There 
is yet to be proved about King’s students 
whether we shall get what we want. 
There is a practical guarantee that if a 
man is trained in a training college he 
will become a teacher. There is a certain 
check upon the training colleges in this 
matter, and consequently we are quite 
certain that in giving money to the train- 
ing colleges we are at least getting 
teachers. We have not got that guarantee 
in the case of King’s students, and we 
must have the proof of. experience. 
| We might train a King’s student and 
then he might turn round and say * Well, 
I. have changed my mind. I am not 
going to be a teacher after all.”’ I do not 
know exactly what could be done in 
that case. You cannot take the money 
from him, although you might possibly 
try to recover it. Therefore, the hon. 
Member will see that there is a certain 
amount of difficulty in the way of what 
I might call the unlimited extension of 
that system. But, so far as the system 
goes, we are entirely with the hon. 
Member. I would like to know what 
precisely the hon. Member wishes the 
Department to do. He gave us what 
he called one practical suggestion. He 
said develop the present training colleges. 
If he means to improve the curriculum, 
we shall do our best in that direction, 
| and also in increasing the opportunities 
for going to the universities. [I do not 
think we shall make any decided change 
| of policy without further discussion, and 
therefore | hope the hon. Member will 
be satisfied. 

It being midnight, the Chairman 
left the Chair to make his Report to the 
House. 


Committee report Progress; to sit 


again upon Monday next. 


House adjourned at five minutes 
after Twelve of the clock 
till Monday next, 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Monday, 13th May, 1901. 
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Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 10) [H.1.]. 


Business. 





EARL OF CLANCARTY. 


Ordered and Directed, by the Lords. 


Spiritual and Temporal in Parliament as- 

sembled, That a Certificate be sent by the | 
Clerk of the Parliaments to the Clerk of | 
the Crown in Ireland, stating that the | 
Lord Chancellor of the United Kingdom 

has reported to the House of Lords that | 
the right of the Earl of Clancarty to vote 

at the elections of Representative Peers 

for Ireland has been established to the | 
satisfaction of him the said Lord Chan- | 
cellor ; and that the House of Lords has | 
ordered such Report to be sent to the said | 
Clerk of the Crown in Ireland ; and it | 
is hereby also Ordered, That the said | 
Report of the said Lord Chancellor be | 
sent to the Clerk of the Crown in 

Ireland. 


i 


TOOK THE OATH. 
The Earl Brownlow took the Oath. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
The Lord CHANCELLOR acquainted the | 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments | 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates 
from the Examiners that the further | 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- | 
ing Bills have been complied with :— 
Derwent Valley Water Board. 
Thames Deep Water Dock. | 


Also the Certificates that no further 
Standing Orders are applicable to the 
following Bills :— 

Local Government (Ireland) Provisional | 

Order (No. 1). 
Local Government Provisional Orders | 
(Poor Law). | 


| Education Board Provisional Orders 


Confirmation (Barnes, etc.) [H.L.]. 
Water Orders Confirmation (No. 1) 
[H.L. ]. 


The same were ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


GREAT SOUTHERN AND WESTERN 


RAILWAY BILL [u.1.]. 
Reported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments. 


HANDSWORTH URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL BILL [u.t.]. 


Reported with Amendments. 


HONLEY URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
(GAS) BILL. 


Reported without amendment. 


HEYWOOD AND MIDDLETON 
BOARD BILL [u.t.]. 
The Chairman of Committees informed 
the House that the opposition to the Bill 
was withdrawn ; The orders made on the 
8th of March and Monday last discharged ; 
and Bill committed. 


WATER 


CHRIST’S HOSPITAL 

[H.L. |. 

Read 3¢; an Amendment made ; Bill 
passed and sent to the Commons. 


(LONDON) BILL 


BIDEFORD AND CLOVELLY RAILWAY 
(ABANDONMENT) BILL [i.1.} 


Read 3%, and passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 


GRAVESEND GAS BILL 
Read 3*, and passed. 
SOUTH WESTERN AND ISLE OF WIGHT 
JUNCTION RAILWAY BILL [a.1.} 
Read 3*; an Amendment made ; Bill 


Also the Certificate that the Standing Passed, and sent to the Commons. 


Orders applicable to the following Bill | 
have not been complied with :— | 
Education Board Provisional Order | 
Confirmation (London) [H.i.]. 


BETHLEM HOSPITAL BILL [1]. 
BRIDEWELL HOSPITAL BILL [#.1.} 
Read 3%, and passed, and sent to the 


And also the Certificates that the Stand- | Commons. 


| 


ing Orders applicable to the following | 
Bills have been complied with :— 


Local Government Provisional Orders | 


(No. 1). | 
Local Government: Provisional Orders 
(No. 2). 
VOL. XCIII. [Fourtn Srrrrs.] | 


LONG EATON GAS BILL 
TEES VALLEY WATER BOARD BILL 


WELLS CORPORATION WATER BILL, 
Brought from the Commons; read 1¢ ; 


| and referred to the Examiners. 


3 E 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
CHINA, No. 5. (1901). 


_Further correspondence respecting the 
disturbances in China (in continuation of 
China, No. 1, 1901). 
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SOUTH AFRICA. 

Return of buildings burnt in each 
month from June, 1900, to January, 1901, 
including farm buildings, mills, cottages, 
and hovels. 


Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


IMPERIAL DEFENCE (FINAL ACCOUNT). 

Account of all moneys issued from the 
Consolidated Fund, of sums borrowed, 
and of transactions in relation to sums so 
borrowed, up to 31st March, 1901, in 
pursuance of the Imperial Defence Act, 
1888. 


POLLING DISTRICTS (YORKSHIRE, 
WEST RIDING). 

Order made by the County Council of 
the West Riding of Yorkshire, constitu- 
ting polling districts and polling places in 
the parliamentary divisions of Otley, 
Ripon, Sowerby, -Colne Valley, and 
Rotherham. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND 
CAMBRIDGE ACT, 1877. 

Statutes made by the Governing Body 
of Christ Church, Oxford, on 14th Novem- 
ber and 5th December, 1900, respectively, 
amending Statute XXIII. (College Ex- 
hibitions) of the statutes of the College. 
Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), 
and to be printed. (No. 73.) 





ALKALI, Erc., WORKS REGULATION 

seis BILL [1.1]. 

House in Committee (according to 
Order). Bill reported without Amend- 
ment, and re-committed to the Standing 
Committee. 


House adjourned at twenty-five 
minutes before Five of the clock 
till to-morrow, half-past Ten of 
the clock. 


{COMMONS} 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Monday, 13th May, 1901. 


NEW WRITS. 

For the County of Salop (Western or 
Oswestry Division), in the room of 
Stanley Leighton, esquire, deceased.— 
(Sir William Walrond.) 

For the County of Essex (Northern 
or Saffron Walden Division), in the room 
of the hon. Armine Wodehouse, C.B., 
deceased.—(Mr. Herbert Gladstone.) 


PRIVATE BILL 


LONDON RIVERSIDE FISH MARKETS 
BILL. (By Orpver.) 


Order for Consideration read. 


BUSINESS. 


Mr. GRAY (West Ham, N.), in 
moving the Amendment which stood 
in his name on the Paper, said that, 
though the proposal it embodied was a 
simple one, it was at the same time one of 
great importance to the borough which 
he had the honour to represent. The 
question at issue was whether a town 
with 267,000 inhabitants should have 
the right to establish and control its own 
market arrangements. He ventured to 
assert that if such a proposition had been 
placed before the House in regard to any 
other town in the United Kingdom, the 
answer would have been in the affirma- 
tive; indeed, the Public Health Aet, 
1875, declared that the municipal autho- 
rity should be the market authority. 
Why could not West Ham enjoy that 
right ? For centuries there had been 
three prohibitions — there was __ the 
common law right enjoyed by the City of 
London, the charter right also enjoyed 
by the City of London, and the charter 
right obtained by the original proprietors 
of Spitalfields Market. Under those 
rights no other market was allowed to be 
established within a radius of 63 miles of 
Spitalfields. West Ham had the mis 
fortune to be within that radius. When 
the charter of Edward III. was granted 
in 1327 no one ever dreamed of a huge 
city like West Ham growing up where 
it had done. The conditions of life in 
those days were totally different. The 
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story of how the radius came to be fixed 
was exceedingly interesting, as given in 
the Report of the Royal Commission on 
Market Rights and Tolls. According to 
that, Bracton, in his treatise,declared that 
a market would be a nuisance if set up 
within 6? miles of the existing markets. 
The reasons for selecting that limit were : 
that an ordinary day’s walk was 20 miles, 
and the day was divided into three 
parts, one-third of the time being occu- 
pied in going to market, another third 
in making purchases, and the remaining 
third in getting home. It was felt it 
would not be wise to extend the limit as, 
there being an abundance of robbers, it 
was desirable purchasers should get 
home in the light of day. These con- 
ditions, of course, no longer obtained. 
When the Royal Commission made its 
Report in 1891, it said that it was obvious 
that the restrictions—the removal of 
which was now proposed—belonged to a 
state of society wholly different from that 
of the present day. The existence of 
railway communication and the general 
change in the conditions of modern life 
had rendered these limitations arbitrary 
and inconvenient. The Royal Com- 
mission laid it down as their opinion that 
the limitation was one that ought not 
to be insisted upon. He was told that since 
the issue of that Report the City of London 
had never insisted on the right which it 
had under common law. But history 
did not bear out that statement. The 
City of London had again and again 
endeavoured to put its charter into force. 
It had resisted the establishment of other 
markets within the City. It had been 
defeated, and he hoped that the House 
that afternoon would compel it to concede 
what he was advocating. When the 
Great Eastern Railway Company desired 
to establish a market in that particular 


area the City opposed, but the present | 


Home Secretary took the matter in hand, 
and moved in this House a resolution 
very much in the termsof the one now pro- 
posed. He now came down to the present 
year. They had had before a Committee 
upstairs three Bills, two dealing with the 
purchase of Spitalfields Market. One 
was promoted by the London County 
Council and the other by the City of 
London. And when they were before 
the Committee both bodies declared that 
they were prepared to insert clauses under 
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‘importance to West Ham. 
'had been considered by a Committee, 
/ but he did not think it had received all 
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|which the veto exercised by Spitalfields 
| Market over the establishment of a 
| market at West Ham should be removed. 
'The Committee reported in favour of 
|the London County Council Bill, and 
‘threw out the City of London Bill, and 
ithere had been inserted in the former 
measure a clause, by means of which the 
| dead hand of Spitalfields Market was taken 
off the West Ham Corporation. Thus 
two of the three vetos had disappeared, 
}and they were left face to face with the 
charter right of the City of London, 
which was granted so far back as the 
reign of King Edward III. He asked the 
House to do what it had done in similar 
cases, and to give the Corporation the 
right to hold its market, notwithstanding 
‘that charter right. West Ham was 
young, but during the last ten years its 
population had increased by 62,000 
persons, and there they had right on the 
borders of the great metropolis one of the 
largest cities of the Empire, through the 
streets of which passed along part of the 
_ produce which helped to build the metro- 
polis up. Some of its roads had been 
| in existence, no doubt, since Saxon times. 
But in those days it was a causeway of 
/morasses. Now it was a densely-popu- 
| lated town, through the streets of which 
_market-garden vehicles conveyed produce 
'to the City, much of which had to be 
brought back again for consumption in 
West Ham. Time was thereby wasted, 
jand too frequently vegetables were 
‘spoiled before they could reach the 
‘local consumers. As he had said, the 
‘issue was a very simple one, but 
‘it was impossible to exaggerate its 
The matter 


_the consideration it deserved. The Com- 
|mittee had had a prolonged inquiry, 
and it was only on the last day that this 
| question arose. The Committee were 
asked to insert a certain clause, and they 
were told by counsel that the clause was 
to be similar to that which had been put 
|in the London County Council Bill. 
| That was true, but when the representa- 
tives of West Ham used the word 
‘similar’ they meant similar in its 
effects. That would have enabled them 
to establish their market. But the 
Committee interpreted the suggestion 
to mean “similar” in terms. Those 
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terms removed the veto of the Spitalfields 
Market, but not that of the City of 
London. Hence they did not go far 
enough. He hoped the Home Secretary 
would help him by now supporting a 
proposal similar to that which he himself 
carried many years since. Certainly 
the Bill then affected was subsequently 


{COMMONS} 


dropped, and thus they had never been | 


able to receive the full benefit of the 
action taken. 


He hoped, too, that the | 


Metropolitan Members would support 


him, for the same veto was hanging over 
the constituencies they represented. 


Why should Battersea and Wandsworth | 


have to go through the same process in 
order to get rid of a veto created by King 
Edward IIT? 


would be, he hoped, in favour of a young 
and struggling community rather than 
in favour of maintaining in all its literal 
effect a charter granted so many centuries 
ago. He was told by those who repre- 
sented the City that they would never 
dream of putting the veto in force. He 
was in fact asked to trust to the honour 
of the City. Personally he had great 
faith in that honour, but he was bound 
to look forward to what might occur a 
hundred years hence. This was a busi- 
ness transaction, and they wanted the 
endorsement of Parliament upon their 
claim. They believed they were putting 
forward a reasonable claim, and he 
trusted that the City, which had been 
always generous, would remember that 
its vitality in these latter days depended 
more upon its general action than on 
the strength of its old charters. If they 
were to continue building up the glory 
of the City they must rely on modern 
action rather than upon ancient 
charters. Believing that justice was 
on his side, he had no hesitation in 
moving the Amendment which stood 
in his name, 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 
fordshire, Lichfield) seconded. It was 
strange that the inhabitants of a vast 
district now covered with 
mortar should have to go to London, to 
do their marketing. He hoped that the 
mere antiquity of a charter would not 
induce the House of Commons to deprive 
West Ham of a right which was possessed 
by every other great town in the country. 
Mr. Gray. 


He appealed finally to the | 
whole House, whose sense of justice | 
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Amendment proposed— 


“In page 8, line 17, after the word ‘ Act,’ to 
insert the words ‘ or under the Charter granted 
in the first year of the reign of His late Majesty 
King Edward the Third.’” — (Mr. Ernest 
Gray.) 
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Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


*Sir JOSEPH DIMSDALE (London) 
said the City, perhaps, had no right to 
expect gratitude, but the fact remained 
that, had it not been for the Corporation 
of the City of London, West Ham would 
never have become a corporation. The 
hon. Member had alleged that a Com- 
mittee of that House had not given due 
consideration to a Bill which came before 
it. He did not think the House would 
approve that charge, especially when 
he explained the action taken by West 
Ham. It opposed the Bill of the Cor- 
poration of London on the ground that 
no sufficient facility was given to the 
borough to establish its own market 
should it feel so disposed, and provided 
there was a necessity for it. They asked 
for the insertion of a clause to enable 
them to establish a market in the area 
of the county borough. The Corporation 
of London acquiesced to the extent that 
they put in a clause identical with that 
which was put in by the London 
County Council in their Spitalfields 
Market Bill. It would be well for the 
House to know that that clause clearly 
and distinctly provided that nothing 
contained in the Act or done under 
its powers should be taken to confer on 
the Corporation of London any right or 
power to prevent the establishment or 
holding of any market by the Corpora- 
tion of West Ham within the county 
borough, or the acquisition or:mainten- 
ance of any such market. Surely that 
was sufficient to meet all requirements. 
But, although the Corporation had dis- 


| played this generosity, the borough of 


bricks and | 


West Ham was now asking Parliament 
to abrogate the Charter of Edward IIL. 
which constituted the Corporation of the 
City the market authority. That was to 
be done solely in the interests of West 
Ham, and, in face of the fact that a 
strong Select Committee had preserved 
that right to the City of London, as set 
forth in Section 141 of the Act of 1851. 
The chairman of that Committee stated 
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in the report upon this Spitalsfields 
Market Bill of the London County 
Council that he wished it to be 
understood that this was not to be taken 
as a precedent, but merely that this 
particular market should be dealt with 
by the London County Council. It was a 
curious fact that the borough of West 
Ham did not bring a feather’s weight of 
evidence to show that they ever had in 
contemplation the formation of any 
market, still less that they or any other 
portion of the community had ever been 
adversely affected by the action of the 
Corporation of the City of London as the 
market authority of the metropolis. 
Was it very hypothetical to suggest the 
possibility that perhaps West Ham was 
not the prime mover in this matter ? 
He had his views as to who was behind 
this resolution. 


Mr. GRAY: 


constituents. 


*Sir JOSEPH DIMSDALE said that 
of course he accepted the hon. Member's 
disclaimer, but it might be possible there 
were others interested in this matter, 
and he would not be very much sur- 
prised if it was the London County 
Council itself, which, finding it had been 
refused by the Select Committee to be 
recognised as the market authority in 
the Spitalfields Market Bill, were making 
a stalking horse of this resolution, so 
that they might find it easier to 
coerce the House in regard to Bills 
which they might bring on hereafter. 
Something had been said about the 
antiquity of the City Charter. He 
failed to see how the antiquity of the 
House of Commons made it inefficient. 
The charter had been brought down to 
date, and the rights of the Corporation 
of the City of London had _ been 
specially reserved. A Select Committee 
of the House of Commons had clearly 
shown that they, at least, were not pre- 
pared to ask the House to set aside these 
rights by a side issue. He had shown 
that the City market authority had 
given West Ham everything necessary 
to make a market. 


Mr. GRAY: No. 


No one but my own 


*Sir JOSEPH DIMSDALE said that 


the only question was the sanction of the | 
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another place. 
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market authority. He ventured to say 
that it was absolutely necessary that 
there should be a market authority 
within the metropolis to correct abuses, 
and the Corporation of London, through 
the long centuries of its past career, had, 
in its capacity as the market authority, 
in no single instance offered opposition 
to any market that was required for the 
benefit and happiness of the community. 
It was true that they opposed this market 
at Shadwell, but that was because, from 
their lengthened experience as market 
authority and of the business of markets, 
they believed that it was unnecessary. 
The justice of theircontention was proved, 
for it had been a financial failure from its 
inception, as was bound to be the case. 
The only chance of making it a success 
was to hand it over to business men who 
had real practical: experience of the 
management of markets. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) said 
that the hon. Member who had just sat 
down seemed to labour under a mis- 
apprehension in regard to this question. 
He spoke as if West Ham was one of the 
London boroughs. That was ridiculous. 
West Ham was not, and never had been, 
any part of London. The object of the 
clause in the Bill was to allow the West 
Ham Corporation to carry on a market 
if they pleased, and, so far as he could 
judge, the Amendment moved from the 
other side of the House was necessary 
if the purpose of the clause was to be 
carried out. 


*Mr. ALEXANDER{BROWN (Shrop- 
shire, Wellington) said that he happened 
to be chairman of the Committee which 
considered the Spitalfields Market Bill, 
promoted in 1899 by the London County 
Council. The Committee passed the 
Bill, but put in a clause reserving the 
special rights of the City Corporation. 
It was, however, thrown out by the 
House of Lords. In 1900 the Bill was 
again brought in, and the same course 
was followed, and again it was lost in 
This year the Bill came 
forward for a third time, and was fought 
in the Committee for a very considerable 
time on the old question of the market 
authority. The Committee decided, in 
view of the circumstances of the case 
and the facts mentioned by my hon. 
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friend, that the authority in that case 
should be the London County Council, | 
but they passed it with a reservation of | 
the City’s rights. 
side market, proposed by the Bill to be 
acquired by the Corporation of London, 
and incorporated with the markets 
managed by them. The question the, 
House had to decide was whether the 
charter of the City of London would 
be abrogated by the Bill in favour of 
West Ham. The Committee, after careful 
consideration of the rights of the City, 
came to the conclusion that in the 
Riverside Bill they would do exactly, and 
no more, what they 
Spitalfields Market Bill, to reserve the 
City’s rights under 
These rights amounted to very little. If 


a market was proposed to be set up in any | 


of the London boroughs the City would 
have a locus standi to come before this 
House and say whether another power 
of market was necessary. There were 
many other considerations involved be- 
sides those affecting the borough of West 
Ham. He saw no particular reason 
why West Ham should be excepted 
from the rights of the City while the 
other boroughs were to be under the 
Bill. He thought the House would do 
the best thing by passing the Bill as it 
stood, 
that the measure had been most care- 
fully considered. 


(Cornwall, Camborne) 
original clause 


Mr. CAINE 
pointed out that the 
intended to provide— 
“that nothing in the Act shall prevent the 
establishment or holding of a market by the 
Corporation of West Ham.” 

Surely the Corporation of West Ham 
ought to be protected in this way. The 
City Corporation came in by a side issue 
under a charter granted during the reign 
of King Edward III, and now they 
wanted to apply that to the time of King 
Edward VII. To take an old charter 
like that and apply it to West Ham, with 
a population something like six times as 
large as the population of London was 
when the charter was passed, was to his 
mind a monstrous thing. The hon. 
Member who had just sat down had 
spoken as if this proposal was one to 
abrogate the charter. 


{COMMONS} 


Now came the River- | 


had done in the | 


their general charter. | 


and he could assure the House | 


He would remind | 
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| abrogate the charter as far as West Ham 
was concerned. He sincerely hoped the 
House would support the hon. Member for 
| North-West Ham in his efforts to protect 
the borough which he represented. He 
thought that the one speech which ought 
to induce the House to support the 
Amendment was that delivered by the 
hon. Member for the City of London, who 
said they had given West Ham every- 
thing that they needed. Why should 
they ask the City of London to give 
‘them everything they needed? They 
ought to come and ask Parliament for 
that. By preventing the establishment 
of suitable markets in the metropolis 
the Corporation of the City of London 
had practically raised the price of the 
food of the poor by something like 10 per 
cent. throughout the metropolis, and 
it was quite time that this House took 
every opportunity presented to it to 
bring about a better state of things, and 
the Corporation should be deprived of 
these ancient and practically obsolete 
rights which they endeavoured to exer- 
cise. It was a monstrous thing that the 
borough of West Ham, which was 
situated in another county altogether, 
and was not in the metropolitan area, 
should be deprived by the City of London 
of the right to build any markets they 
pleased. This was an opportunity, and 
he hoped there would be many others, of 
preventing these old charters being used 
in a most objectionable way. 


*THe CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(Mr. J. W. Lowruer, Cumberland, 
Penrith): This is a Bill promoted 
by the Corporation of the City of 
London for buying up what has in the 
past proved to be a failure, and it has 
nothing whatever to do with West Ham. 
West Ham is not concerned in a riverside 
fish market. I fail to understand really 
what the locus standi of West Ham is. 


Mr. GRAY explained that by this Bill 
the City pushed itself more to the east, 
and claimed the right not merely to 
continue a fish market, but also to hold 
a fruit and vegetable market. By the 
exercise of its right under the charter 
the City Corporation could prevent West 
Ham establishing a market of its own. 
Not content with this, the market in the 
future would come nearer to West Ham 


the House that the proposal was only to | than ever it had done before. 


Mr. Alexander Brown, 
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*Mr. J. W. LOWTHER: This pro-| posed to make that market a tied market, 
posal has reference only to a market) but the City of London said, “No; 
within the City’s own area, and I think | under our charter we are entitled to veto 


the hon. Member for North-West Ham 
loses sight of the fact that West Ham is 
the intruder. West Ham seems to me to 
be taking this opportunity of putting 


its finger in the pie with a desire to get | 


something out of this Bill. I confess 
that [ have very grave doubts whether 
Clause 14 ought to be included in this 
Bill at all, for it does seem to me to be 
totally irrelevant to the subject matter 
of this Bill. However, it is there, and it 


has been accepted by the Corporation | 


at the instance of the hon. Member’s 
clients. It was not in the original Bill, 
and the petition presented by West Ham 
contained the very words of this clause. 
As a matter of fact, the City Corporation 
went out of their wayto meet theCorpora- 
tion of West Ham and practically said, “If 
you make this proposal we will accept it.” 
They have put it in their Bill and there 
itis. Now the Corporation of West Ham 
come and ask for a great deal more. 
They now ask that, as far as West 
Ham is concerned, the City should once 
and for all tear up its ancient charter 
altogether. A good deal of ridicule has 
been poured upon this ancient charter 
of the City of London. 
prised at it from Benches opposite, but | 
am surprised when it comes from hon. 
Members sitting on these benches. 
This ancient charter has recently been 
before the House of Lords in a celebrated 
case, and the House of Lords decided 
that the charter was good, and that 
until it was revoked by Parliament it 
has the effect of a local Act of Parliament. 
That being so, it seems to me that the 
Corporation of the City of London are 
justified in relying upon it, for it is a 
valuable and useful instrument to them, 
and I will show why. There was a case 
a short time ago in connection with the 
Great Eastern Railway Company who 
proposed to establish a market in the 
City of London, or somewhere in the 
neighbourhood of the City. 


[ am not sur- | 


They pro- | 


any such market, and in the interests 
of the public we do veto it, because it is 
not a free market. If you make it a free 
market we are quite agreeable.” The 
result was that the proposal of the Great 
Eastern Railway Company was dropped, 
very much to the advantage of the public. 
It is quite possible that on a future 
occasion West Ham will come forward 
witha proposal for a market; it may bea 
very proper proposal to make or it may 
not. West Ham will bring it before 
Parliament, and the only result of the 
charter will be that it will give to the 
Corporation of the City of London a 
locus to appear. I am pretty certain if 
on that occasion the Corporation of the 
City of London were to attempt, unreason- 
ably, to withhold their consent to any 
such proposal coming from the Corpora- 
tion of West Ham this House would very 
soon know how to deal with it. That 
is a matter for the future, and does not 
arise on this Bill. For these reasons 
I shall certainly support the decision 
of the Committee which inquired very 
carefully into this matter, and which 
seems to me to have given a very proper 
and right judgment upon it. 


Mr. CHARRINGTON (Tower Ham- 
lets, Mile End) was understood to say 
that as chairman of the Riverside Market 
he hoped the House would agree to the 
Bill. Quite apart from any merits or 
demerits of its own, but simply from 
the possibility of developing a trade which 
had now almost gone, he hoped the Bill 
would be adopted. That was all they 
wished to carry out, and it had nothing 
to do with West Ham. West Ham 
was miles away from the Riverside fish 
market, and they could have a market 
of their own at West Ham if they liked. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 126 
Noes, 166. (Division List No. 183.) 


AYES, 


Allan, William (Gateshead) Bell, Richard 


Allen, Chas. P.(Gloue. Stroud. | Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 


Ashton, Thomas Gair Boland, John 
Austin, Sir John 
Barlow, John Emmott 


Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 


| Brunner, Sir J. Tomlinson 
| Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burke, E. Haviland- 


Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 

| Caldwell, James 

| Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carew, James Laurence 
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Carvill, PatrickGeo. Hamilton 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter 

Crean, Eugene 

Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan | 
Delany, William 

Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Elibank, Master of 

Evans, Samuel T.(Glamorgan) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Ffrench, Peter 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 
Gladstone, Rt. HnHerbertJohn 
Hardie,J. Keir( MerthyrTydvil 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester | 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Hayter, Rt.Hon.Sir ArthurD. | 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. | 
Hobhouse, C. E.H.(Bristol,E.) | 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, DavidBrynmor(Swans’a 








Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F.. 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Archdale; Edward Mervyn 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
sage anette I FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Barry,SirFrancis T. (Windsor) 
Bartley, George.C..T. 
Bathurst,Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Bignold, Arthur 
Bigwood, James 
Bill, Charles 
Boulnois, Edmund 
Bowles, TGibson(King’sLynn) | 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, AlexanderH. (Shropsh. 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Campbell, KRtHnJ. A(Glasgow) 
Cantle , Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbysh.) | 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) | 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r | 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. ' 
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| Nannetti, Joseph P. 
| Norman, Henr 


| O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W. 


| O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
| Partington, Oswald 


{COMMONS} 


Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. | 
Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudsen E. | 
Kinloes,GindehaCeorgefimayth | 
Labouchere, Henry 
Leamy, Edmund 
Leese,SirJosephF. (Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Morgan, J.Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Morley, Rt. Hon. J.(Montrose 
Murphy, J 


Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipper’ry Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 


O’Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O’ Kelly, James(Roscommon,N 
O'Malley, William 











Philipps, John Wynford 


NOES. 


Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) | 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Croes, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Denny, Colonel 
Dewar,T.R.(T’rH’mlts,S.Geo. | 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. | 
Doxford,Sir William Theodore | 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, George Denison 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 


| Fergusson,Rt.Hn.SirJ.(Mane. | 


Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst | 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward A. 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Galloway, William Johnson | 
Garfit, William 

Gordon, MajEvans-(T’rH’ml’ts 
Goschen, Hon. George J. 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Greene,SirEW(B’rySEdm’nds 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Hain, Edward 

Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
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Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 

Redmond, John E.( Waterford) 

Redmond, William (Clare) 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 

Roche, John 

Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 

Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 

Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 

Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 

Soames, Arthur Wellesley 

Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer,Rt HnCR(Northants. 

Stevenson, Francis S. 

Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, Donal 

Tennant, Harold John 

Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 

Thomas,F. Freeman-( Hastings 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 

Tully, Jasper 

Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joséph (Barnsley) 

Warr, Augustus Frederick) 

Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan 

White, George (Norfolk) 

White, Luke (York, E. R.) 

White, Patrick (Meath, North) 

Williams,Osmond(Merioneth) 

Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 

TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Ernest Gray and Mr. 
Warner. 


| Hamilton,Rt. HnLordG(Mid’x 


Heath,James(Staffords. N. W.) 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 


| Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 


Hope, J. F(Sheftield, Brightside 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Howard, J.(Midd., Tottenham 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 

Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 


| Kimber, Henry 


Kitson, Sir James 

Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence,Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lee, ArthurH( Hants. Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leng, Sir John 

Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. Charles W(Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, 8.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. James(Kent 
Lowther, RtHnJ W(Cum. Penr 
Lucas,Col. Francis( Lowestoft) 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles{( Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont,Col. J.(Antrim,E. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Maxwell, W.J.H(Dumfriessh. ) 
Mellor,Rt. Hon. John William 
Middlemore, John T. 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
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Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) Reid, James (Greenock): | Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Moon, Edw. Robert Pacy Renwick, George Valentia, Viscount 
Mooney, John J. Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge Vincent,Col.SirC EH (Shetti’ld 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) | Ritchie, Rt. Hn. C. Thomson | Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
ford) Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow | Ropner, Colonel Robert Walker, Col. William Hall 
p) Morris,Hon. Martin Henry F. | Rutherford, John Walrond, Rt. Hon. Sir W. H. 
ghs.) Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) | Sackville, Col. S.G.Stopford- | Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Murray, Col. Wyndham(Bath) | Schwann, Charles E. Wason,JohnCathcart(Orkney 
Nicholson, William Graham Seely, Charles Hilton(Lincoln) Welby,Lt.-Col.A.C.E.(Ta’nt’n 
ouse) Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay Sharpe, Wm. Edward T. Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts. 
eigh) Palmer,Sir Chas. M. (Durham | Shaw-Stewart,M.H.(Renfrew | Wentworth,Bruce C. Vernon- 
shire Parker, Gilbert Simeon, Sir Barrington Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Paulton, James Mellor Sinclair, Louis (Romford) Wilson, J.W(Worcestersh.,N. 
y Peel,Hn. Wm. Robt. Wellesley | Smith, AbelH.(Hertford,East | Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks.) 
Pemberton, John S. G. Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks. | Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
ants. Percy, Earl Spear, John Ward Wortley,Rt Hon.C. B. Stuart- 
Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard | Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Plummer, Walter R. Stewart,SirMarkJ.M‘Taggart | Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp Stroyan, John Younger, William 
Purvis, Robert Sturt, Hon. HumphryNapier 
thyr Randles, John S. Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) | TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
tings Rankin, Sir James Thorburn, Sir Walter Sir Joseph Dimsdale and 
3 Rasch, Major Frederic Carne | Thornton, Percy M. Mr. Cohen. 
Bill to be read the third time. | DUBLIN os aice ik BREWERY 
) PRIVATE BILLS [Lords] (STANDING | Seedthaehl sik : d d 
k) ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED ee a en ee 
nan INTO COMPLIED WITH). 
: Mr. SpeaKeR laid upon the Table| ILKESTON AND HEANOR WATER 
rth) Report from one of the Examiners of BOARD BILL. 
eth) Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the} King’s consent signified. Bill read 
ant) ease of the following Bills, originating | the third time, and passed. 
ES— : : 
Mr. in the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders NORTH BRITISH RAILWAY BILL. 
not previously inquired into, and which! ead the third time, and passed. [New 
are applicable thereto, have been com-| 7it}o 1 
‘d’s plied with, viz. :— ‘ 
W.) ~~ = South London Railway Bill} ~eypRInG HUNDRED WATER BILL. 
[Lords]. Read the third time, and passed. 
ich) London (City) School for Orphans of 
side Freemen Bill [Lords]. sie ta 
nry Nitrate Railways Company Bill [Lords.]| AUPERSHOT GAS AND W ATER BILL. 
mam eit ae CALEDONIAN RAILWAY BILL. 
cil Sheffield Corporation Bill [Lords]. 
: : - f CLEVELAND AND DURHAM COUNTY 
t) Ordered, That the Bills be read a ELECTRIC POWER BILL. 
eX) second time. 
KETTERING URBAN DISTRICT WATER 
PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS [Lords] BIL 
' (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE sds lie Solas 
— THERETO NOT COMPLIED WITH). LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE 
, Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table| RAILWAY (VARIOUS POWERS) BILL. 
: Report from one of the Examiners of | LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (GENERAL 
om Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the POWERS) BILL. 
| . . ° 
S.) case of the following Bill, which! MANSFIELD CORPORATION BILL. 
originated and semicon pending in the} As amended, considered; to be read 
ent Lords, and was referred by their Lord-| 4}. third time 
it) ships on the First Reading thereof, he ; 
has certified that the Standing Orders . 
01) which are applicable thereto have not ALBION ier ane a 
, been complied with, viz. :— sii elt: alii 
Education Board Provisional Order aie 
h.) Confirmation (London) Bill [Lords]. | LONDON UNITED TRAMWAYS BILL. 
7 Ordered, That the Report be referred | ROYAL EXCHANGE ASSURANCE BILL 
to the Select Committee on Standing [Lords]. 
Orders. Read a second time, and committed. 
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MILITARY LANDS PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS BILL. 


Read the third time and passed. 
GRANGEMOUTH WATER PRO- 


VISIONAL ORDER CONFIRMATION 
BILL [Lords]. 


{COMMONS} 


1440 


brought in by Mr. Grant Lawson and Mr, 
Long. 


Business. 


| LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 8) BILL. 


| “To confirm certain Provisional 
| Orders of the Local Government Board 


As amended, considered ; to be read | relating to the Nantwich, the Ormskirk, 


the third time to-morrow. 


HAMILTON BURGH PROVISIONAL 
ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL [Lords]. 

As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time upon Monday next. 


SCOTTISH PROVIDENT INSTITUTION 
PROVISIONAL ORDER CONFIRMA- 
TION BILL [Lords]. 


As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time to-morrow. 


ARDROSSAN HARBOUR ORDER 
CONFIRMATION BILL. 
AYR HARBOUR ORDER CONFIRMA- 
TION BILL. 
FALKIRK AND DISTRICT TRAMWAYS 
ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL. 


HIGHLAND RAILWAY ORDER CON- 
FIRMATION BILL. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (GAS) BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 7). 

Bill to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders of the Local Government Board | 


| Lathom, and Burscough, and the Orsett 
| Joint Hospital Districts,”’ presented, and 
| read the first time ; to be referred to the 
| Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


‘and to be printed. [Bill 179. | 


| LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 9). 
| Bill to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders of the Local Government Board 
| relating to Aylesbury (Rural), Bristol, 
| Chiswick, Doncaster (Rural), Dover, 
| Hailsham (Rural), and Tayistock (Rural), 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Grant 
| Lawson and Mr. Long. 


/LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
| ORDERS (No. 9) BILL. 

“To confirm certain Provisional 
| Orders of the Local Government Board 
‘relating to Aylesbury (Rural), Bristol, 
| Chiswick, Doncaster (Rural), Dover, 
| Hailsham(Rural),and Tavistock(Rural),” 
| presented, and read the first time ; to be 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
‘for Private Bills, and to be printed. 


[Bill 180. ] 


PROVISIONAL 


| LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
WORKING 


ORDERS (HOUSING OF 
CLASSES). 





relating to Bournemouth, Ludlow, and) Bij] to confirm certain Provisional 
South Shields, ordered to be brought in| Orders of the Local Government Board 
by Mr. Grant Lawson and Mr. Long. relating to Birkenhead and Prescot, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Grant 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL Lawson and Mr. Long 


ORDERS (No. 7) BILL. 


: : = 
“To confirm certain Provisional ,ocat GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 


Orders of the Local Government Board) ORDERS (HOUSING OF WORKING 
relating to Bournemouth, Ludlow, and) CLASSES) BILL. ” 
South Shields,” presented, and read the “To confirm certain Provisional 


first time ; to be referred to the Exami-| Orders of the Local Government Board 
ners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to | relating to Birkenhead and Prescot,” 
be printed. [Bill 178.] presented, and read the first time ; to be 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL for Private Bills, and to be printed, 
ORDERS (No. 8). | [Bill 181.] 
| 
Bill to confirm certain Provisional | 
Orders of the Local Government Board | 
relating to the Nantwich, the Ormskirk, | PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 4). 
Lathom, and Burscough, and the Orsett| Bill to confirm certain Provisional 
Joint Hospital Districts, ordered to be Orders of the Local Government Board 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
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for {reland relating to the urban districts ; BOROUGH FUNDS ACT (1872) AMEND» 
of Dundalk, Enniskillen, Sligo, and Tra- | sapuiniraiuleiniciaren 

lee, and the counties of Fermanagh, | Petition from Kensington, in favour ; 
Kerry, Louth, Sligo, and Waterford, | to lie upon the Table. 


ordered to be brought in by Mr. Attorney | sill a iaiaiaaitiiiaie: bia 
M y ‘ © Tw 4 | . ALS ( XE N 2 a 
(jeneral for Ireland and Mr. Wyndham. | RATES) BILL. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- |__ Petition from Kensington, against ; to 
VISIONAL ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. | lie upon the Table. 
“To confirm certain Provisional | ee ee ee 
Orders of the Local Government Board | HOUSING | OF ( NG CLs 
- . . . j y > / ¢. N 5 ay. NS 1 
for Ireland relating to the urban districts | — - aap a Sent ee : 
of Dundalk, Enniskillen, Sligo, and Petition from Burton-upon-Trent, in 
Tralee, and the counties of Fermanagh, | favour ; to lie upon the Table. 
Kerry, Louth, Sligo, and Waterford,” | tity Fake ghee lp Be 
presented, and read the first time ; to be, mers hy ae — 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions Petiti f aah: Tatil 
for Private Bills, and to be printed. | oe ee ee er 
[Bill 182.] against ; to lie upon the Table. 


MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Golden Vein ; 
Llynvi Valley ; Garth Merthyr ; Maesteg 
|Merthyr; Caedefaia; Maesteg Deep ; 
Coegnant; Caeran; Avon; Tygwyn- 
bach ; Argoed and Clynon ; Oakwood ; 
Varteg ; and Bryn Navigation Collieries ; 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP M). 
Mr. CAINE reported fromthe Committee 
on Group M of Private Bills, That, in 
order to meet the convenience of parties, 
they had adjourned till Thursday next, 
at Eleven of the clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table. to lie upon the Table 
Fares meee Gee J). POLICE SUPERANNUATION (SCOT- 
Sir WILL1AM HOoULDsSWoRTH reported | LAND) BILL. 


trom the Committee on Group J of Petition from Glasgow, against ; to lie 
Private Bills, That, for the convenience | upon the Table. : 
of parties, the Committee had adjourned 
till Wednesday next, at half-past Eleven SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
of the clock. SUNDAY BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Castle Don- 
ington (three); Stopsley ; Pokesdown ; 

MESSAGE FKOM THE LORDS. Tunbridge Wells ; Perranwell ; Perran- 

That they have passed a Bill, intituled, porth;  Zelah ; Callestick : Wheal 
* An Act to authorise the Urban District Frances ; Rose; Bolingey ; Silverwell ; 
Council of Prestatyn to purchase the Wilmslow (two) ; Hull ; ; Preston ; 
undertaking of the Dyserth, Meliden, Kingsteignton ; Burslem ; West Pelton ; 
and Prestatyn Water Company ; and to Eye; _Blaydon-on-Tyne ; Dunston ; 
authorise the Council to construct addi- | Thirsk ; Swindon ; Bermondsey ; 
tional waterworks and to supply water Cowes ; Southampton ; Connah S 
within the district and adjoining places.” Quay ; W est Bromwich ; Limber 
Prestatyn Water Bill [Lords]. Magna ; Bradford ; Thornaby-on-Tees ; 
North Finchley ; Scunthorpe; Long 
PRESTATYN WATER BILL [Lords]. Eaton ; Leicester ; Gateshead ; Madron ; 


Read the first time: and referred to Penzance; and Heamoor; to lie upon 
y ° oe ° | TN. 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private | the Table. 


Bills. | 
aad | SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
ae CHILDREN BILL. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


PETITIONS. | Petition from Southampton, against ; 
aie ' to lie upon the Table. 
BEER BILL, | Petitions in favour from Salisbury ; 


Petition from Ipswich, in favour ; to! Cowes ; Darlington ; Putney ; Rishton ; 
lie upon the Table. Barrow-in-Furnness: Norton Canes; 
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Brownhills; St. Pancras; Isle of | ROYAL IRISH CONSTABULARY, 


Thanet; Manchester; Rettendon;| Return presented, relative thereto 
Nelson ;_ Briercliffe ; Bradford; Padi-| [ordered 26th March ; Mr. O’ Doherty]; 
ham ; Burnley ; Resolven ; and Stepney ; | to lie upon the Table. 
to lie upon the Table. | 
EAST INDIA (FINANCIAL STATE- 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO} MENT, 1901-2). 
CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. | Return presented, relative thereto 

Petitions in favour, from Ayr;/ [Address 9th May ; Sir Henry Fowler] ; 
Fordoun; Alyth; Garioch; Skene ; | to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
Insh; and Methven; to lie upon the |[No. 171.] 
Table. 

EAST INDIA (ESTIMATE). 

Copy presented, of Estimate of Revenue 
and Expenditure of the Government 
| of India for 1900-1901, compared with 


UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND /|the results of 1899-1900 [by Act]; 
CAMBRIDGE ACT, 1877 (OXFORD). | to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
Copy presented, of Statutes made by | [No. 172.] 

the Governing Body of Christ Church, | " ea a eee ee 

Oxford, on 14th November and 5th | EAST INDIA yon Ring REVENUE 

December, 1900, respectively, amending | ies seinaneee " f ‘Kj d 

Statute 23 (College Exhibitions) of} p opy eg RP devaenasin a a 

the Statutes of that College [by Act]; | I a ts . preg 00 Tb : al ae 

to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. | “2G fOr 7 99-1900 [by Act]; to lie 

[No. 169.] | upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETUC. 


} 
| 
| 
| 
; 
| 
} 


INDUSTRIAL PROPERTY AND MER-| EAST INDIA (HOME ACCOUNTS). 
CHANDISE MARKS. | Copy presented, of Home Accounts 

Copy presented, of Papers and Corre- | of the Government of India [by Act]; 

spondence relative to the Recent Meeting | to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 

at Brussels of the Adjourned Conference | [No. 173.] 

of the Union for the Protection of | ean : . 

Industrial Property (in continuation of | vee coe oe eon eon aid 

[C. 9014] of Session 1898) [by Command]; | g : ar 


to lie upon the Table. Lunacy.—Copy of Report to the Lord 


| Chancellor of the number of visits 
LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. | made, the number of patients seen, and 
the number of miles travelled by the 
| visitors of lunatics between Ist October, 
1900, and 31st March, 1901 [by Act]. 


QUESTIONS. 


Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 1st April ; Mr. Bill] ; to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 170.] 


POLLING DISTRICTS (WEST RIDING | 

OF YORKSHIRE). 
Copy presented, of Order made by the wid 

County Council of the West Riding of | SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—ARMING OF 

Yorkshire constituting Polling Districts | NATIVES. 

and Polling places in the Parliamentary) Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 

Divisions of Otley, Ripon, Sowerby, |S.): I beg to ask the Secretary of Steie 

Colne Valley, and Rotherham [by Act]; | for the Colonies whether he is aware 


to lie upon the Table. 'that a deputation representing 100,000 
_— an | people of the Western Provinces waited 
SOUTH AFRICA. upon Sir Alfred Milner and offered to 


Copy presented, of Return of Buildings | help in every way possible His Majesty's 
burnt in each month from June, 1900, | forces in the field ; whether he can give 
to January, 1901, including Farm | the terms of Sir Alfred Milner’s reply to 
Buildings, Mills, Cottages, and Hovels | this address, and whether he has any, 


{by Command} ; to lie upon the Table. | and, if so, what grounds for believing 
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the deputation represented the number | and also between Mr. Brunner, member 
of coloured people of whom they assumed | of the Legislative Assembly of Natal for 
to be the representatives ; and whether, | the Zululand Province, and the Prime 
having regard to British interests, the | Minister of the Colony of Natal. 


Government will give their sanction | 
to placing arms in the hands of coloured) *THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 


Questions. 


people. 

THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
tHE TREASURY (Mr. AusTEN CHAM- 
BERLAIN, Worcestershire, E., for Mr. 
CHAMBERLAIN): In reply to the first 


three paragraphs of the question, a full, 
account of deputation, and of Sir A. | 
Milner’s reply will be found in Cd. 547, | 


p. 34, and [ have no other information. 
As to paragraph 4, the policy of His 
Majesty's Government has always been 
against giving arms to the coloured 
population of South Africa. 


ZULU KAFFIRS AND BOER RAIDING. 
Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.): I beg 


to ask the Secretary of State for War) 


whether certain officers commanding 
British troops in Natal have instigated 


or encouraged the Zulu Kaffirs to form | 
bands for the purpose of raiding the | 
Vryheid district of the Transvaal and | 


driving off the cattle therefrom ; 


whether this has been done with the 
permission or cognisance of the highest | 
military authorities in Natal ; whether | 


armed Zulu bands have in fact raided 
the Vryheid district. plundering non- 
combatants and driving off thousands 


of head of cattle, a percentage of which | 
they have been allowed to retain for) 
themselves ; whether the Prime Minister | 
of Natal has repeatedly protested to the | 


military authorities. both directly and 
through the Administrator, against the 
action of the officers who have pursued 
the policy above referred to, and has 
pointed out the extreme danger of 
exciting the predatory instincts of the 
Zulus, and of increasing the bitterness 


| WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
'ford): I have received the following 


telegram from Lord Kitchener, dated 


J | 11th May— 


| “Hearing that the Governor of Natal was 


anxious about native question, when General 
French’s forces were approaching the Zulu 
frontier, I sent the following telegram, ad- 
dressed to Governor of Natal and repeated to 
General French and General Officer Command- 
ing Natal. Begins:—‘I think that though armed 
Zulus should protect their frontier and force 
any Boers entering Zululand to surrender to 
the nearest magistrate ; this should be carried 
out under the direction of the Resident magis- 
| trate, and the chiefs should not be given en- 
couragement to take the matter into their own 
| hands. Unarmed natives may be employed 
| under the direct control of Colonel Bottomley 
| or of his officers outside Zululand to collect and 
| bring in cattle. I should be glad to *know if 
these views have the concurrence of your 
Ministers. I have repeated this to Generals. 
French and Hildyard, and have no doubt that 
they will take any necessary action to prevent 
possible divergence.—Ends. These orders 
have not been at any time changed, and 
though reports have been received of native 
raids over frontier as well as of Boer raids into 
Zululand, the former have in no case had 
military support or authorisation. These re- 
ports have mostly emanated from Boer sources, 
| and have not been substantiated, and most 
probably were much exaggerated.” 


The correspondence for which the right 
‘hon. Gentleman asks has not been 
received by the Colonial Office. The 
question of publication will be considered 
when it is received. 


| Mr. BRYCE: I do not quite gather 
_that the right hon. Gentleman has 
| answered the second and fifth paragraphs 
‘of my question. At any rate, I will 
|ask him whether, if proceedings of the 
| kind indicated are going on, they wilh 
| be stopped. 





of feeling among sections of the white | 
population ; whether. if such pro-| *Mr. BRODRICK: As regards the 
ceedings as those above referred to are| second paragraph, I said the Zulu chiefs 
now going on, orders will forthwith be| had not been allowed to take the matter 
issued to stop them; and whether hej into their own hands. They are only 
will obtain, and present to Parliament | allowed to protect their own frontier 
the correspondence which has passed! and collect cattle under the direction 
on this subject between the Natal | of British officers. 

Ministry, the Administrator of Natal. | 
and the military authorities in Natal. | 


Mr. BRYCE: Collect cattle where 2 
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*Mr. BRODRICK : Outside Zululand. | through General French’s lines at night ; 
| can he state the date of that occurrence, 
Mr. BRYCE: 1 shall repeat this}as no date is given, and what is meant 
question in substance after a short | by passing through lines at night ; and 
delay to allow the right hon. Gentleman | whether there was any fighting ; if so, 
to obtain proper information. | with which class of our troops and what 
' were the losses in killed and wounded on 
AFRIKANDER CONGRESS AND ‘each side, British and Boer ; and where 
SIR ALFRED MILNER. | is General French now. 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to ask | iE aad 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies | *Mr. BRODRICK: The hon. Member 
whether Sir Alfred Milner has brought | has failed to notice that the word used 
to the notice of His Majesty’s Govern- |! the despatch is “line,” not“ lines, 
ment the resolutions adopted by the| and that in this instance the line means 
Afrikander Congress held at Worcester, | 2 Very extended front of over sixty miles. 
Cape Colony, in December last, and pre-| I am not aware of the exact date, but the 
sented to Sir Alfred Milner by a deputa- information as to the period and the 
tion appointed for that purpose by the | losses incurred will be found in the des- 
Congress, more especially a resolution /patch. I have no precise information 
strongly condemning the conduct of | 48 to the exact present position of General 
Sir Alfred Milner, and what action does | French. 
the Government propose to take with 
reference to these resolutions. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN (for | 


Questions. Questions. 


WAR MEDALS FOR YEOMANRY AND 
VOLUNTEERS. 
Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN) : I would refer the | 


hon. Member to page 21 and page 22 of 
Parliamentary Paper Cd. 547. His 
Majesty’s Government do not propose to 
take any further action. 


ST. HELENA GUARDS. 

Mr. BATHURST (Gloucestershire, 
Cirencester) : I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether arrangements 
have now been made with the Council 
of St. Helena as to the landing of troops 
from South Africa at St. Helena, and 
whether he can give any information as 
to the probable date of the relief of the 
4th Battalion Gloucester Regiment 
(Militia) by a regular regiment. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: Communications 
have been addressed to the Government 
of St. Helena on this question. There is 
some difficulty as to precautions for the 
prevention of an introduction of the 
plague into the island, but I hope the 
relief may be shortly effected. 


GENERAL FRENCH’S OPERATIONS. 


Central): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War if the rolls of those members 
of Yeomanry and Volunteer corps en- 
titled to the medals for the South African 
campaign will be prepared by their 
original regiments, to which many have 
now returned, or by the units with 
which they served in the field, and, in 
the latter case, if he is satisfied that the 
nominal records kept during the cam- 
paign are sufficiently accurate for the 
purpose ; and, further, if, pending the 
‘issue of His Majesty’s medal, such Yeo- 
'men and Volunteers may wear the 
|ribbon, as in the case of the troops at 
| Aldershot. 


| *Mr. BRODRICK: The names of men 
'to receive the medal should be included 
‘in the roll of the unit in which they earned 
the medal, those of men who have become 
| non-effective being shown in red ink. 
| The accuracy of the records can only be 
judged by actual experience, but I hope 
that it will be secured by the present 
method. 


PROVISION FOR RESERVISTS’ WIVES 





Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): I! AND CHILDREN. 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for War| Sin HOWARD VINCENT: I beg to 
whether he can say what Lord Kitchener | ask the Secretary of State for War if his 
refers to in the last issued South African | attention has been called to the increasing 
Blue Book, in which he states that Botha | difficulty of adequately providing for the 
personally with about 3,000 men passed | comfort of the wives and children of 
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reservists still in the field ; and, having | 
regard to the numbers of men that may 
have to be kept in South Africa for two 
years to come, if he will consider the | 
desirability of preparing adequate re- 
lieving forces so as to avoid the necessity 
of doing so under conditions of pressure 
and at such cost as in January, 1900 
and 1901. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: in reply to the) 
first part of the question, I must refer 
my hon. and gallant friend to my reply 
to a question put by the hon. Member for 
the Rushcliffe division of Nottingham- 
shire on the 2nd instant.+ In regard to 
the second part of the question, it is not 
proposed at present to add to the number 
of men in South Africa. 


Questions. 


TRANSVAAL REPUBLIC WAR SUPPLIES. | 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to) 
ask the Financial Secretary to the War | 
Office whether the War Office will con- | 
sider the desirability of publishing all | 
the information which they have obtained | 
through the seizure of documents as to | 
the sources from which the armaments 
of the Boers were obtained, and so enable 
the British public, so far as these docu- 
ments go, to ascertain to what extent 
these armaments were supplied by 
British firms; and, if the War Office 
are not willing to publish the documents, 
whether he can say what are the reasons 
which have induced the War Office to 
withhold them. 


Toe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord SrTAnLey, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton): I have 
nothing to add to the reply which I gave 
the hon. Member on the 25th April on, 
this subject. | 


YEOMANRY RECRUITS. 

Mr. TATTON EGERTON (Cheshire, | 
Knutsford) : I beg to ask the Secretary | 
of State for War whether he can say | 
what is the position of this year’s Yeo- | 
manry recruits who were enlisted before | 
the Army Order of 17th April, 1901; 
whether attending this year’s training | 
will bring them under the terms and 
liabilities of the new Army Order ; also. 
similarly the position of those yeomen | 





~ + See page 406. 
+ See preceding volume, page 1293. 
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who have still a portion of their three 
years service to serve. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Those men who 
enlisted before the 17th April, 1901, 
are serving and will serve on their exist- 


jing engagement unless they voluntarily 


accept the new conditions. 


ROYAL CANADIAN ARTILLERY. 

Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
S.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether the Rhodesian 
Government contributed any sum to- 
wards the pay of the C Battery of the 
Royal Canadian Artillery during the 
t me it formed a part of the Rhodesian 
Field Force; and, if not, from what 


| source was the payment made. 


Lorp STANLEY: I am not aware 
that the Rhodesian Government con- 
tributed to the pay of any portion of this 
battery. They were paid from Imperial 
funds. 


ARMY ORGANISATION—COMPOSITiON 
OF ARMY CORPS, ETC. 

CotoneL WELBY (Taunton): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War, 
with reference to the proposed army 
corps organisation, whether he can 
state how many regiments or brigades 
of cavalry, divisions of artillery, and 
brigades of infantry will in peace time 
form a division; how many divisions 
will form an army corps; and whether 
each army corps will have corps troops 
in peace time. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The composition 
of the army corps, divisions, and brigades 
will be in accordance with the existing 


| establishments. 


LINE DEPOT ESTABLISHMENTS. 

Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 
fordshire, Lichfield): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War if he will 
state the total number of officers, of 
warrant officers and sergeants, of other 
non-commissioned officers, and of pri- 
vates respectively serving at the sixty 
smaller line depots, including militia, on 
some fixed date this year ; also the total 
numbers of the establishment of these 


depots, including militia, of officers, of 


warrant officers and sergeants, of other 
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non-commissioned officers, and of pri- 
vates respectively. 


Lorp STANLEY: No, Sir. I cannot 
undertake to throw upon the Depart- 
ment concerned the labour of preparing 
the information required. 


Questions. 


ARMY PROMOTION — MAJOR- 
GENERAL’S ESTABLISHMENT. 

Mr. KIMBER (Wandsworth): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether, by the recent promotions of 
colonels to major-generals for service in 
South Africa the establishment of major- 
generals is filled up ; if so, whether these 


promotions will stop the promotion of | 


senior colonels who, in the ordinary 
course, would have been promoted to 
major-generals ; whether, seeing that 


some of the senior colonels were pre- | 


vented from going to the front owing to 
their services being required at home to 
command regimental districts and other- 
wise, their duties being exceptionally 
arduous throughout the war, they will 
lose their promotions owing to the list 
of major-generals being filled; and how 
does he propose to remedy the grievance 
of these officers, 


Mr. BRODRICK: The establishment 
of major-generals ceased to exist on 
Ist January, 1901, the promotion of 
colonels for war service having been 
supernumerary did not stop the pro- 
motion of any colonels in ordinary vaean- 
cies up to the 3lst December, 1900. 


Any colonels who have served at home | 


during the war will be considered as well 
as those who went to the front for appoint- 
ments, carrying the rank of major- 
general as opportunity offers, but since 
Ist January such promotion depends 
entirely on the fitness of the officer for 
the vacant appointment. No grievance 
therefore arises, 


INTERCHANGE OF UNITS. 

GENERAL LAURIE (Pembroke and 
Haverfordwest): I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War whether he has 
considered the proposal that such line 
battalions serving in South Africa as have 
linked battalions serving in India should 
be exchanged, thus affording an oppor- 
tunity for a number of efficient officers 


and men to take part in active service, | 


MONS} Questions. 


jand giving a change of work to the 
| battalions in South Africa who have been 
/on active service for such a length of 
time ; and whether he can also apply the 
same system of exchange to other 
branches of the Service. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The general ques- 
tion of the interchange of units of some 
branches of the Service between South 
Africa and other stations has been several 
times considered, but it has not at present 
been considered desirable to effect these 
exchanges. It must be remembered that 
this interchange can only be carried out 
at certain seasons of the year, and the 
present is not a suitable one, though if the 
| war continues it may be desirable to take 
the steps referred to. 


1452 





OFFICERS’ CHARGERS. 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether the regulation by which cavalry 
| and horse artillery officers are to hire their 
chargers from the Government, and at a 
| fixed rate per annum, is now in force at 
home as well as in South Africa; and 
whether this rule is to be compulsory in 
all cavalry regiments and horse artillery 
batteries. 


Lorp STANLEY: Mounted officers 

of the Regular Army at home, as well as 

‘in South Africa, can hire Government 

|horses. This rule is permissive and not 
| obligatory. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT : Does that 
apply to infantry as well as cavalry ? 


Lorp STANLEY: I think it does. 


Mr. BARTLEY: Then it depends 
entirely on the colonel of the regiment ? 


Lorp STANLEY: I cannot say that 
it does. I do not think a commanding 
| officer would generally interfere with the 
desire of an officer to hire a horse. 


Major RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford) : 
Is the noble Lord aware that unless 
this order is made compulsory no colonel 
will allow an officer to take a horse from 
the ranks ? 





| Lorp STANLEY : I do not know that 
| that is actually the case. 
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BEIRA EXPEDITION. 


Mr. DILLON : I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War whether he can say 
when a full report will be published on 
the Beira Expedition commanded by 
General Carrington. 


Mr. BRODRICK: It is not proposed 
to publish any further despatches relating 
to General Carrington’s operations. 


Mr. DILLON: Why should there be 
any mystery about this Expedition ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: There is no mystery 
whatever. There have been other minor 
expeditions during this campaign, and we 
have not published the reports. 


ASHANTI—NATIVE RISING—EXECU- 
TION OF LEADERS. 

Mr. C. P. SCOTT (Lancashire, Leigh) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether he can state the number 
of executions of natives implicated in the 
recent rebellion in Ashanti which have 
been carried out since the suppression 
of the rebellion. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN 
(for Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN) : The question 
implies that natives are being executed 
on the ground that they were implicated 
in the rising, but this is not the case. 
One native, Akwesi Foli, chief of Dom- 
poasi, has been found guilty of the 
murder of Wiabo, a Government. tele- 
graph linesman, and has been hanged. 
This is the only execution reported at 
present ; but the persons charged with 
the murder of Mr. Branscombe and 
certain other murders have still to be 
tried. 


RAILWAYS ON THE GOLD COAST. 

Captain NORTON (Newington, W.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether he can now communi- | 
cate to the House an interim Report of | 
the progress made in the construction 
of the railways on the Gold Coast, which 
were projected in the year 1895; and} 
whether he will consider the advisability | 
of connecting, by a light railway, the | 


towns of Axim, Chama, Brandfordville, | 


Winnebah, Cape Coast Castle, and 
Coomassie. | 
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Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
My right hon. friend has asked me to 
read his answer. It was proposed in 
1895 to construct a railway from Appam 
to Insuaim, but this proposal has been 
abandoned in favour of one for a line 
from Seccondee to Tarquah. The con- 
struction of the line to Tarquah was 
commenced in 1898, and it will now very 
shortly be completed. The question of 
connecting the coast towns by a railway 
has been considered, but it is not proposed 
to undertake such a work at present. 
Coomassie will be connected with the 


coast by extending the line from Tarquah, 


and work upon the extension has already 
been begun. 


WEST AFRICAN REGIMENT— 
COOMASSIE MUTINEERS. 

Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether, in view of the fact that about 
a dozen of the mutineers of the West 
African Regiment were shot and 128 
sent as prisoners to Sierra Leone, he will 
state whether these troops committed 
any offence beyond leaving Coomassie 
two months after the period of their 
engagement there had ended. 


The following question was also on the 
paper :— 


Mr. C. P. SCOTT: To ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies whether the pay 
of the West African Regiment, part of 
which recently mutinied at Coomassie, 
was in arrear, and that, further, the men 
were originally enlisted only for three 
months and had repeatedly been promised 
relief. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: I will reply at the 
same time to the question put by the 
hon. Member for the Leigh Division of 
Lancashire. I have not yet received the 


| full Report, which is on its way by mail, 


but I hear by telegram, dated 11th May, 
that the troops in question did commit 
the serious crime of mutiny and of 
resisting authority by firing on the 
King’s troops. ‘Twelve were killed at the 
moment, and 134 were sent as prisoners 
to Sierra Leone, of whom twenty were 
wounded by rifle fire after their re- 
sistance. They were tried by general 
court-martial, and all declared deserters. 


3h 








1455 


Six were condemned to death, but sen- | 
tence was subsequently commuted to 
penal servitude, and six more were sent 
to penal servitude. According to the 
information in our possession, the period | 
of service had not expired. 


Questions. 


Mr. LOUGH: Can the right hon. | 
Gentleman say whether any care had | 


been taken to make these troops under- 
stand the crime they committed ° 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
does not arise out of the question on the 
Paper. 


Mr. C. P. SCOTT: I do not think the 
right hon. Gentleman has answered my 
question. Was the men’s pay in arrear ? 


*Mr. BRODRICK: I have given all 


the information I have. 


H.M.S. “ LANCASTER.” 


Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN (Gateshead) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Admi- 
ralty whether he can state what stage 
of construction H.M.S. “ Lancaster ”’ is 
in at present; whether the frames are 
up to the upper deck; and whether 
any portion of the protective deck is 
plated or rivetted yet. 


*THe SECRETARY to THe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. ARNoLD-Forster, Belfast, 
W.): The “Lancaster” is in frame 
amidships up to the height of protective 
deck, and a part of the inner bottom is 
worked. The frames between protective 
and upper decks are not erected. Only a 
small portion of the protective deck 
plating is in place, and none is yet rivetted. 


Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN : Seeing that 
the ship is not in a very advanced con- 
dition, will the hon. Gentleman not 
substitute other boilers for those con- 


demned ? 
*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : The ques- 


tion involved is not the state of the hull, 
but the state of the boilers. These are 
in an advanced stage, andI can assure 
the House that a change would involve 
not only a very large expense, but, what 
ismuch more important, a very serious 


delay. . 
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Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN : Is the hon. 


Gentleman aware that the boilers are not 
nearly finished ? 


Questions. 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


INDIA—DRINK TRAFFIC. 

Mr. SAMUEL SMITH (Flintshire) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether his attention has been 
increased facilities for 
drinking now being granted by the 
Madras Presi- 
dency, by which the number of liquor 
shops in that presidency were increased 
during 1899-1900 by 407, in opposition 
to the resolution of the House of Com- 
mons of 30th April, 1889, condemning 
any increase in the facilities for drinking 
in India; whether, seeing that there 
are drinking bars in Calcutta, Bombay, 
and other large cities, where women are 
employed, and that the Government of 
Burmah have decided to prohibit the 
employment of women in public-houses 
in that province, he will consider the 
advisability of extending this reform to 
the whole of India ; and whether he has 
any information showing that in spite of 
the fact that the unlicensed sale of 
cocaine in Bengal has stopped, and 
licences have now to be taken out by 
dealers at considerable expense, the 
consumption of cocaine is steadily in- 
creasing ; and, if so, whether he will 
consider the advisability of prohibiting 
the sale of this drug in Bengal except 
for purely medicinal purposes. 


*Toe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middlesex, 
Ealing) : (1) I am aware that while the 
number of arrack shops in the Madras 
Presidency decreased in 1899-1900, the 
number of toddy shops was somewhat 
higher than in the previous year, owing 
to provision for what were considered 
to be the reasonable requirements of the 
people. There has been no departure 
from the policy of restricting the shops 
to such reasonable requirements, and as 
compared with 1891-2 the latest number 
shows a reduction of 3,152, or 10 per 
cent. (2) I have no information to 
justify action in the matter of the employ- 
ment of women in public-houses. (3) In 
October last the Government of Bengal 
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placed the sale of cocaine under the] be repeated. As regards the outgoing 
restrictions applying to the sale of | mail, in consequence of the refusal of the 
intoxicating drugs. I have no evidence | Porte to convey them, the foreign mail- 
that its consumption is increasing, not-| bags are at present conveyed to the 
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withstanding these restrictions. 


OCUGANDA—SALARIES OF BRITISH 
OFFICIALS. 

Si HOWARD VINCENT: I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether the attention of 
the Secretary of State has been called to 
the expense thrown upon British officials 
in Uganda by the numerous travellers 
who visit the protectorate for various 
purposes connected with sport, science, 
or exploration; and whether, in view 
of the scale of salaries of these officials, 
he will take steps to suggest to persons 
proposing to travel in these regions the 
propriety of providing for themselves. 


*Tur UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 


FOR FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Viscount 
CRANBORNE, Rochester): Yes ; the atten- 
tion of the Secretary of State has been 
called to the matter in a despatch from 
His Majesty’s Special Commissioner, 
The scale of salaries of British officials in 
Uganda was not designed to enable them 


to entertain travellers in the protectorate | 


and is wholly inadequate for that pur- 
pose. The despatch will be laid on the 


| frontier in charge of an officer of one of 
'the Embassies, who have arranged to 
lundertake the duty in turn. His 
| Majesty’s Government have on several 
occasions stated their readiness to con- 
sider proposals for the withdrawal of the 
| British post offices, so soon as the Turkish 
| postal system is established on a footing 
‘to offer the necessary security for 
| punctual and safe transmission of corre- 
/spondence, provided always that such 
withdrawal should be conditional on 
| similar action by other Powers. But the 
| methods recently adopted by the Turkish 
authorities render it impossible for them 
under present circumstances to entertain 
any such proposals. 
| 
| PRISONERS AWAITING TRIAL. 
| Mr. LLOYD MORGAN (Carmarthen- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary ot 
| State for the Home Department whether 
| he will state the number of prisoners who 
| were detained in custody awaiting trial 
| for a period of two months and three 


| months during the years 1897, 1898, 
/ 1899, and 1900, respectively, also the 


‘number of such prisoners who were 
ultimately acquitted. 


Table, and it is hoped that its publication | 
will prevent the repetition of these unfair | *Tye SECRETARY or STATE For THE 
demands upon the generosity of public | HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr Tiscedie 
aahiemee Croydon): The figures are to be found 
j ‘in the annual volumes of Criminal 
BRITISH POST OFFICE AT Statistics. In 1897, 1,003 persons in 
— oor g anes |England and Wales were in custody 
" Mr. BARTLEY: | beg to ask the | between eight and twelve weeks awaiting 
Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs if | trial, and 133 of these were acquitted. 
he is at liberty to state the true position | For 1898 the figures are 961 and 123 ; 
of affairs with regard to the British and|and for 1899. 1.043 and 161. The 
foreign post offices at Constantinople ; | figures for 1900 are not yet available. 
and whether, in the event of them having | 
to be closed, an assurance will be obtained | 
from the Turkish Government for the | 
safe delivery to British residents of their | 
letters and newspapers. 


CASE OF BEATRICE AND LEIKHA 
THOMAS. 


Mr. BELL (Derby): 1 beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 





*ViscountT CRANBORNE: The | ment if his attention has been called to 
ambassadors at Constantinople have | the case of Beatrice and Leikha Thomas, 


protested against the recent seizure by 
the Turkish authorities of the mails 
addressed to the foreign post offices, and 
we have ascertained that as regards the 
incoming mail these proceedings will not 


aged eighteen and sixteen years respec- 
|tively, who were sentenced to three 
months imprisonment with hard labour, 
'at Tywardreath Petty Sessions, Cornwall, 





(on 14th April last, for stealing £6 10s. 
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from their employer, who during the 
trial said that he did not wish to press 
the charge, but merely to have the girls 
corrected ; if he is aware that this is 
their first offence, and whether he has 
received a petition for a mitigation of 
their sentence signed by 1,200 out of 
the 2,000 inhabitants of that district, 
also testimonials from influential resi- 
dents, including a late employer; and 
whether he will intervene in the matter 
and advise His Majesty to release these 


Questions. 


girls from the remainder of their 
sentence. 
*Mr. RITCHIE: I have received the 


petition referred to. It is now under 
consideration, and | will inform the hon. 
Member of the decision arrived at. 


SOUTH WALES COLLIERIES— 
FOREIGN PITWOOD. 

Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr Tydvil) : 
1 beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department if he can state 
approximately the proportion of foreign 
pitwood used in South Wales and Mon- 
mouthshire collieries; if he is aware 
that British-grown larch and Scotch fir 
are stronger than the wood imported 
from France and Norway, and_ that 
their more extended use would tend to 
greater security to life and limb under- 
ground; and if he can say to what 
extent it would be practicable for Welsh 
collieries to obtain a regular and sufficient 
supply of British wood. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: The inspectors for 
the South Wales coalfield estimate that 
about nine-tenths of the pitwood used 
there is imported from abroad. They 
report that the British timber referred 
to in the question is considered somewhat 
stronger than foreign wood, but that 
this difference of strength has very little 
to do with the number of accidents due 
to falls of ground, which, when they 
oceur, are caused almost invariably not 
by the weakness of the timber, but by the 
insufficient amount used to support the 
roof and sides. I can give no information 
on the point raised in the last paragraph 
of the question. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS: I beg to ask 
the President of the Board of Trade if he 


can give the quantity of pitwood im- | 


{COMMONS} 
| ported 
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into Cardiff, Newport, and 
Swansea last year, stating that from 
France separately. 


THe PRESIDENT or THe BOARD or 
“TRADE (Mr. Geratp Batrour, Leeds, 
Central): The imports of pitwood were 
not separately recorded in 1900, but 
were included under the general head 
of hewn wood. From the Ist January, 
1901, a heading to show the imports of 
pitwood has been adopted, and in the 
four months ended April the quantity 
of pitwood landed at Cardiff was 245,612 
loads, at Swansea 24,717 loads, and at 
Newport 76,887 loads. Of these quanti- 
ties there were landed from France 
at Cardiff 189,547 loads, at Swansea 
19,155 loads, and at Newport 68,018 
loads. 


PREVENTION OF RAILWAY 
ACCIDENTS. 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rusheliffe): I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Trade whether he will 
inform the House as to the steps taken 
by the Board of Trade, under the powers 
conferred by the Railway Employment 
(Prevention of Accidents) Act, 1890, 
particularly as to the making of rules 
under Section 1, and the appointment 
of persons, holding inquiries, and making 
experiments under Section 15. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The rules 
which the Board of Trade propose to 
make have been drafted, and the notifi- 
cation in reference to these rules required 

, by the Act appeared in the London, 
| Edinburgh, and Dublin (Gazettes of 
Tuesday, the 23rd April. Two assistant 
inspecting officers of railways were added 
to the staff of the Railway Department 
in January last, and both these officers 
and the other officers of the Board's 
inspecting staff have continued to direct 
attention to causes of accidents to railway 
servants, and inquiries have been held 
where necessary. No experiments under 
Section 15 have been made at present. 


MANNING OF THE MERCANTILE 
MARINE. 
Mr. JOYCE (Limerick): I beg 


to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether, in view of the number 
of casualties to British ships within the 
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past five years, and taking into account |of the Board of ‘Trade whether his 
the number of foreign seamen employed | attention has been called to the fact 
on those ships, the Board of Trade will| that British liners are not allowed to 
make a rule that at least half the number | charge less than £10 for first class pas- 
of able seamen employed on British | sengers to America ; can he say whether 
ships shall be British subjects. /this condition has been enforced on all 
Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The British liners, and on what it is based ; 
Board of Trade have no power to make is he aware that boat accommodation for 
such a rule as that suggested by the emigrants has to be carried, not accord- 
hon. Member, which would involve a nscale ope cengget Madecapaotar “oe 
Y pom ~ geremeee tonnage of the steamer, so that it is 

return to the policy of the Navigation sible Ras lita slatlliaditaie ees lacs 
Laws. I may mnie ee eee oe 
oF tack: thie Guaihiex al cammithben tn the Board of Trade to compel shipowners 


who may never have more than 200 
Mercantile Marine have decreased during |. : : : 

emigrants on board of a vessel of a 
the past five years. 


certain gross tonnage to carry boats for 
MERCHANT SEAMEN’S REMITTANCES. | 2,000 | i ape neon oR 
wiles rompaxrp | the advisability of removing these anc 
es eho! Rigo sys igt'n similar restrictions which shipowners 
eee ae “| now have to contend with. 
President of the Board of Trade whether | 
he can state what sum was received) Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: There 
in the last financial year in respect of|is nothing to prevent a shipowner 
fees charged for remittances by seamen | charging what he pleases for first class 
in foreign ports under the money order | passengers from this country to America, 
and transmission systems referred to in| but if he charges less than a certain 
the Report of the Committee on the|amount the passengers become en- 
Engagement and Discharge of Seamen | titled to special protection under the 
Abroad ({C. 8577] 8th July, 1897). Is| Merchant Shipping Act. This is based 
he aware that the Committee reported} on the requirements of Sections 268 
that the fees under these systems were, | and 269, and is enforced on all vessels 
in the case of larger sums, unduly high, | coming under their provisions. Boat 
and deterred seamen from remitting | accommodation for emigrants is fixed 
wages home, and recommended that | in accordance with a statutory scale and 
they should be abolished ; and does he} rules which embody the recommenda- 
contemplate taking any steps either to | tions of the late Mr. Ismay’s Life Saving 
abolish or to reduce them in accordance | Appliances Committee. Under these. 
with the recommendations of the Com-| rules no emigrant ship is required to 
mittee. carry more boats than will accommodate 


‘ all persons on board. I am aware that 
Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The|®” Pe™ ite ate tay we 
amount charged to seamen during the | Shin 6s sep gape hn —— 
financial year 1900-1901 in respect of | ' ee ee pei per 
: ’ | are more or less obsolete ; but the Board 
foreign money orders and Wages trans-| of Trade have considerable discretionary 
eq vein pte egg: wae ee powers in the matter, and Tam always 
= Beare Veer see See 8) sede to combat’ aby grievance that 
which my hon. friend refers recom-| may arise, with a view to its removal 
sages the eg the : —_ charges. if possible. But | am not prepared to 
ee pages pag 897), propose any amendment of the law at 
but they declined to sanction the pro- i 
posal then, and I have no reason to Baa 
suppose that they would do otherwise GLUCOSE. 
now. Mr. CHANNING — (Northampton- 
shire, E.): I beg to ask the President 
EMIGRATION TO AMERICA—BRITISH | of the Local Government Board whether 


LINERS’ REGULATIONS. his attention has been called to the 
CoLtoNEL DENNY (Kilmarnock | evidence given by Mr. Williamson, 





Burghs): I beg to ask the President | representative of Messrs. Bostock, that 
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no less than 700 tons of glucose and 
invert sugar supposed to be contami- 
nated with arsenic are now in the pos- 
session of the liquidators of the company ; 


Questions. 


and whether, in the interest of traders, | 


he can and will take steps to prevent 
any disposal of this contaminated material 
to the risk of the public health. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WALTER 
LonG, Bristol, S.): I am aware of the 
evidence given by Mr. Williamson on 
this subject before the Royal Commission. 
1 understand, however, that he has 
assured the Commission that none of 
the material referred to will be disposed 
of without notice to them. I also under- 
stand that the Commission have sug- 
gested that before the material is dis- 
posed of in any way it should be so 
dealt with by the addition of colouring 
matter or otherwise as to 
employment for purposes of food im- 
practicable, and that the liquidators 
have undertaken to consider this sug- 
gestion. The hon. Member may rest 
assured that the matter will not be lost 
sight of. 


INVERNESS-SHIRE, 
SERVICE. 

Mr. JOHN DEWAR (Inverness- 
shire): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury, as representing the 
Postmaster General, in view of the fact 
that the inhabitants of Glen Cannish, 
Glen Affaric, and Glen Strathfarrar, 
near Beauly, Inverness-shire, comprising 
a population of between one and two 
hundred, have a delivery of letters only 
once a fortnight, will he say whether 
he is yet in a position to provide a more 
frequent service. 


BEAULY, 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
The Postmaster General has had pleasure 
in sanctioning a delivery of letters to 
Glen Cannish and Glen Affarie once a 
week instead of once a fortnight as 
hitherto. As regards Glen Strathfarrar, 
there is already a delivery of letters 
once a week throughout the district all 
the year round, and an additional de- 
livery per week as far as Monar during 
July, August, and September. Having 
regard to the amount of the corre- 
spondence and the cost of the existing 
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‘service, the Postmaster General regrets 
that he would not be justified in sane- 
tioning a more frequent delivery. 


Questions. 


HARPSDALE (CAITHNESS) POSTAL 
DELIVERIES. 
Mr. HARMSWORTH (Caithness) : 


I beg to ask the Secretaryto the Treasury, 
| as representing the Postmaster General, 
if he is aware that the township of Harps- 
dale, in the parish of Halkirk, Caith- 
ness, has only two postal deliveries in the 
jcourse of the week. while other town- 
ships in the same parish have a daily 
| post ; and will he cause inquiry to be 
made with the view of providing a daily 
post for Harpsdale. 
Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
It is the case that letters are only delivered 
twice a week in the township of Harps- 
dale, Caithness. Inquiry is now being 
/made with a view to ascertain whether a 
more frequent delivery is justified ; and 
when the inquiry is completed the Post- 
master General will lose no time in 
acquainting the hon. Member with the 
result. 


LIVERPOOL” POSTMEN’S 
GRIEV ANCES. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow. 
W.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
| Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
| General, whether he will grant the Return 
| relating to Liverpool postmen and stamp- 
ers, notice for which stands on to-day’s 
| Paper. 

Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
can give at once the information desired 
by the hon. Member. Thirty sorting 
postmen and stampers at Liverpool will 
‘eventually be replaced by thirty sorting 
clerks and telegraphists. It is not 
possible to state the exact cost of the 
change, but it is not expected to be con- 
siderable. The change does not entail the 
'employment of any extra clerks at £190 

a year or any additional supervising 
officers. There has not been an increase 
‘in the number of complaints from the 
| public, and there is no reason why the 
‘change should give rise to any com- 
plaints. 


DUTY OF CUSTOMS 
OFFICERS. 
| Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 


| I beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 


SUNDAY 
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1465 Questions. 


to the fact that preventive officers, His | 
Majesty’s Customs, are employed on | 
Sundays without any remuneration, 

while examining officers of the same 

Department are paid a day’s pay when 

employed by the Crown, and that pre- 

ventive officers perform from 56 to 72 

hours per week, while examining officers | 
are paid overtime for all hours in excess 
of 48; and whether he is prepared to 
recommend that preventive officers be 
placed on the same footing as examining 

and other landing officers in these 

respects. 

Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
have nothing to add to the full reply 
which I gave to the similar question put 
by the hon. Member for North Longford 
on 30th April.t+ I must ask the hon. 
Member to refer to that answer. 


SOUTH AFRICAN MAIL DELAYS. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland) : I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, if he will state on what 
day in the week the South African mail 
is due to be delivered in London ; and on 
what days these mails have been delivered 
during the last four weeks ; and will he 
say how often the mail has been late in 
its arrival in London during the months 
of March and April respectively, and the 
cause of the delay. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : If 
the mails from South Africa leave Cape 
Town at the appointed time—namely at 
4 p.m. on Wednesday—-they are due at 
Southampton on Saturday at noon, and 
should be delivered in London in the 
course of the same day. The mails due on 
the 20th and 27th of April, and on the 
4th and 11th of May were delivered in 
London on Monday the 22nd of April, 
Wednesday the Ist, Friday the 3rd, and 
Friday the 10th of May. During the 
months of March and April there were 
four occasions on which mails failed to 
arrive on or before Saturday. These 
were the occasions on which the arrivals | 
took place on the 3rd and 12th of March, 
the 22nd of April, and the 1st of May. | 
On the first occasion the packet ‘ Caris- | 
brooke Castle” was delayed by a variety | 





+ See page 265. 
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of causes including five hours detention 
by the Cape Government at Cape Town, 
coaling at Madeira, under quarantine 
restrictions, and bad weather. On the 
second the “ Kinfauns Castle ’’ was de- 
tained at Cape Town by the Colonial 
Government for twenty four hours and 
was subsequently delayed by a mishap 
during a fog in the English Channel. 
On the third occasion the ‘* Dunottar 
Castle's machinery became deranged 
on the second day after her departure 
from Cape Town necessitating a reduc- 
tion of speed and frequent stoppages 
on her voyage to Madeira. The delay on 
the fourth occasion arose from the fact 
that a slow vessel, the “ Gaul” had to be 
used in place of a faster steamer which 
was prevented from taking her turn 
through an accident which had oceurred 
on her outward voyage. 


Questions. 


THE “TANTALLON CASTLE” MAILS. 

Mr. BARTLEY: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury if the mails 
carried by the “ Tantallon Castle” have 
been saved. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
“ Tantallon Castle” was conveying the 
mails for South Africa despatched from 
this country on the 20th of April. Ac- 
cording to the latest information which 
the Postmaster General has been able to 
obtain all the bags containing letters 
have been saved and landed at Cape 
Town ; but a small portion of the parcel 


/mail and of the bags containing printed 


matter are still on board. Of these no 
details can be given. It is understood 
that every effort will be made to continue 
salvage operations. 


ROYAL SWANS ON THE THAMES. 
*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask 
the Vice-Chamberlain of the Household 
whether the Lord Chamberlain, in decid- 
ing to greatly diminish the head of Royal 
swans on the Thames, has consulted 
representatives of Thames users and 
riparians other than those connected 
with the sport of fishing ; and whether 
the maximum number decided on is the 
number of head of old birds for pairing 
each spring, or the head of swans in 
summer including the cygnets of the 


year. 
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Tae VICE-CHAMBERLAIN oF THE|unable to make a living close to 





HOUSEHOLD (Sir A. AcLanp-Hoop, | their homes, owing to operations of L 
Somersetshire, Wellington): The Lord |trawlers. Some further investigation n 
Chamberlain has, with the approval of | will be made as to this allegation. It is ir 


the King, decided to reduce the head of | the fact that the sanitary conditions are 
His Majesty’s swans in the Thames by | not as good as they should be, but the 
about one-half without consultation with | evil is not so great as the question of the 


representatives of Thames users and| hon. Member seems to suggest, and | ‘i 
riparians. The maximum number de- | understand that the county council are L 
cided on is the number of head of old | taking steps to remedy this, and that a L 
birds for pairing each spring. The) good supply of water from the Lerwick al 
Vintners’ Company intimate that they | Water Works will shortly be introduced. ie 
also are reducing their swans. ; ot 
FOREIGN LOTTERIES—ADVERTISE- sn 
BIRDCAGE WALK AND CONSTITUTION!) MENTS IN ENGLISH NEWSPAPERS. th 
HILL. | Mr. SAMUEL SMITH: I beg to ask pe 
Mr. STUART-WORTLEY (Sheffield, Mr. Attorney General whether his atten- he 
Hallam): I beg to ask the First Com- | tion has been drawn to the fact that an al 
missioner of Works whether, in view of | unauthorised lottery, organised at Mid- fo 
the success which has attended the laying | delburg, Holland, in the shape of a th 
down in wood pavement of the road | £5,000 Derby sweepstake, is being adver- 
leading from Marlborough Gate to|tised in the Financial News and other 
Buckingham Gate, he will arrange to| newspapers ; whether the Stoddart and - 
deal in the same way with Birdeage Walk | Co. who are named in the advertisement to 
and Constitution Hill. |as proprietors of the lottery are Joseph 7 
| Stoddart, proprietor of the paper called T 
THe FIRST COMMISSIONER oF | Sporting Luck, who was recently con- on 
WORKS (Mr. Akers DovaG.ias, Kent, | victed at the Mansion House under the ni 


St. Augustine’s): It is my intention to| Betting Act, and George Stoddart, his 
proceed, as soon as I am in a position to| son ; and, if so, what steps he proposes 
do so, with the wood paving of Birdcage | to take against the newspapers in ques- 
Walk and Constitution Hill, but it has | tion, and also to put a stop to the lottery : 
been found impossible to insert any | referred to. W 


provision for the purpose in the Estimates | vo 
of the current year. | Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir wi 
/Ropert Fintay, Inverness Burghs) : to 

TRAWLERS ON THE EAST COAST OF | Yes, Sir; attention has been drawn to lor 
SCOTLAND. | this case, and it is under consideration. qu 

Mr. CATHCART WASON: I beg to. th 
ask the Lord Advocate if the attention | IRISH SCHOOL TEACHERS’ 1% 
of the Government has been called to the | EMOLUMENTS. fo 
fact that some thirty families have been} Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: I beg to lo, 
driven from their homes owing to the| ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord st 
depredations of trawlers on the east} Lieutenant of Ireland whether Rule 36 - 
coast, and that they are now living close | of the New Code, which says principal vi 
to the borough of Lerwick in houses or} and assistant teachers in the service ral 
huts not suitable for human beings, and | before the 1st April, 1900, will be awarded - 
devoid of the most rudimentary sanitary | incomes under the new regulations, at 
arrangements. ‘least equal to their average emoluments a 
-under the old regulations from State on 

THe SOLICITOR GENERAL For! sources for the three years ended on 31st “ 
SCOTLAND (Mr. Scorr Dickson, March, 1900, is to be adhered to in the a 


Glasgow, Bridgeton): The Secretary | case of the thirty-eight teachers who had : 
for Scotland has made inquiry through | agricultural farms under the Board ; and . : 
the Sheriff Substitute of Shetland,) whether he will see that nothing is done oe 


ee : ‘ . ¢ 
who reports that there has been an/| which is not consistent with the promise oh 
influx to Shetland of fishermen with | made that no teacher is to suffer loss by rr 
a 


their families, who state that they are | the new changes. 
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THE CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): This 
matter is now engaging consideration 
in conjunction with the Treasury. 


Questions. 


IRISH CENSUS. 

Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of ireland whether some 
Irish boards of guardians have made 
allowances to their officers for the pre- 
paration of the Census Returns ; and, 
whether, seeing that considerable labour 
in necessary also in the preparation of 
these Returns by the heads of public 
schools and similar institutions in Ireland, 
he will give instructions to have reason- 
able compensation made to such persons 
for the performance of duties cast upon 
them in the preparation of these Returns. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Any _ payments 
made by boards of guardians in respect 
to the preparation of these Returns 
would be provided from local rates. 
There is no authority for making allow- 
ances out of public funds to the persons 
mentioned in the second paragraph. 


KILLORGLIN SCHOOL. 


Mr. THOMAS O°’DONNELL (Kerry: 


W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether his attention has been called 
to the average attendance for the Kil- 
lorglin M. N. School for each of the four 
quarters of the year 1900; is he aware 
that this school has never, outside of the 
quarter ended 31st March, 1900, shown 
an average below the standard required 
for three assistants ; and, seeing that this 
low average for one quarter, due to 
epidemic, has deprived the school of the 
services of an assistant for twelve months, 


will he say what steps he proposes to 


take. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: In three of the 
four quarters of 1900 the quarterly 
average attendance was sufficient, but 
the average for the year and the averages 
for the three yearly periods immediately 
preceding were below the required stan- 
dard. If the average attendance for 
1901 prove sufficient, payment will be 


made to a third assistant for service 


given within the year, but no payment 
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Questions. 1470 


ean be allowed until it is shown at the 
| end of the year that the required average 
| has been maintained. 


/LETTERFRACK INDUSTRIAL SCHOOL. 
| *Mr. DELANY (Queen's Co., Ossory) : 
‘I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that three boys, named Mulligan, 
committed to Letterfrack Industrial 
‘School by magistrates’ order between 
the Ist October, 1898, and January, 
1900, were discharged upon the order 
of his predecessor after they had been 
three weeks in the institution, and that 
‘these children’s mother is dead, and that 
their father is in a lunatic asylum ; and 
‘will he state the grounds upon which 
their discharge was ordered, and what 
has become of them. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The children were 
discharged on the ground that the com- 
mittal orders were unlawful. I under- 
stand they are now living with their 
| grandfather, the applicant for their com- 
| mittal, and that the father of the children 
is not, and has not been, in a lunatic 
asylum. 


what ground 


*Mr. DELANY: On 


was the decision based ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: We obtained the 


opinion of the law officers of the Crown. 


Mr. DILLON: Does the right hon. 
Gentleman maintain, or do the Castle 
authorities claim, the right to reverse 
the decisions of the justices ? 

Mr. WYNDHAM’S 
audible. 


reply was in- 


IRISH INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS. 

*Mr. DELANY: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he will grant a Return 
showing the number of children dis- 
charged from Irish industrial schools hy 
his or his predecessor’s orders, or by the 
order of the Lord Lieutenant, since the 
Ist October, 1898; and what propor- 
tion of such children have been recom- 
mitted by the magistrates. 


Mr. WYNDHAM : Forty-one children 


‘have been discharged since the date 








147i Questions. 


mentioned, the committal orders having | 
Seventeen | in this question would entail legislation 


been imperfect and unlawful. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: The proposal made 


Questions. 


were re-committed, of whom eight werea | and a large grant of public money, and I 
second time discharged, the orders of |am not in a position to promise either. 


detention being still unlawful. 


LABOURERS’ COTTAGES AT 
BALLIN ASLOE. 

Mr. ROCHE (Galway, E.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the resolution 
unanimously adopted by the Ballinasloe 
(No. 1) Rural District Council, on the 4th 
instant, relative to the manner in which 
the Labourers Acts are being adminis- 
tered by the Local Government Board ; 
whether he is aware that the action of 
the Board in insisting on the adoption of 
unsuitable sites has given dissatisfaction 
to the labourers, to the local authorities, 
and to the public in various parts of the 
country ; and whether he will have 
inquiries made into the matter com- 
plained of. 


| 


IRISH LAND COMMISSIONERS’ 
REPORT. 
Mr. FFRENCH (Wexford, 8.): I beg 


to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
| Lieutenant of Ireland, in view of the fact 


Mr. WYNDHAM: All possible pre-| 


cautions are taken by the Local Govern- 
ment Board to secure that the sites recom- 
mended by the inspectors are suitable 
for the purpose. In the present case the 
District Council did not give due regard 
to the interests of the owner and occupier 
of the land and selected a site which the 
Board’s inspector could not recommend. 


RIVER BARROW DRAINAGE. 

*Mr. DELANY : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he has received reports 
of the medical officers of health of the 
Mountmellick, Portarlington, Clonaslee, 
and Emo dispensary districts, Mount- 
mellick Union, relative to the in- 
jurious effects caused to the public 
health and sanitary condition of 
their districts by the flooding of the 
River Barrow ; and whether, in view 
of the increase in the area and fre- 
quency of those inundations if recent 
years, the loss to property, and the 
danger to the public health, the Govern- 
ment propose providing a remedy by the 
introduction of a drainage scheme, as 
recommended in the Reports of the 
Barrow Drainage Commission, 1886, 
and the Royal Commission on Public 
Works in Ireland, 1887. 





that the Land Commissioners’ Report 
extends from Ist April of one year to 
31st March in the following year, but has 
not been submitted to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant by the Land Commission until the 
following July, with the result that it 
does not reach Parliament until Novem- 
ber, whether he will take steps to have 
this year’s Report, which ended on 31st 
March last, submitted to Parliament on 
an early date, if possible by Ist June, so 
that Members may discuss it before the 
end of the session. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Report for the 
year ended March, 1900, was circulated 
in August last. The Report for the year 
ended March, 1901, will, it is hoped, be 
completed next month, and circulated 
with all possible despatch. 


ROYAL IRISH CONSTABULARY— 
DISTRICT INSPECTORS. 

Mr. CONOR O’KELLY (Mayo, N.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
can give the names of district inspectors 
of the Royal Irish Constabulary who are 
now serving in the first stations to which 
they were sent from the constabulary 
depot for a period of twelve years or over. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: There is only one 
such officer—Mr. Duffy—stationed at 
Loughrea. 


SMALL DWELLINGS IN DUBLIN. 
Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 


Green): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
his attention has been called to a resolu- 
tion adopted by the Dublin Corporation 
stating that greater advantage would be 
taken of the provisions of the Small 
Dwellings Acquisition Act, 1899, by the 
artisan classes if the proportion of the 
purchase money to be advanced by the 
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borrower was limited to five per cent. and 


the period of repayment extended to forty | 


years; and whether he will take steps 
to give effect to the resolution alluded to. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Legislation would 
be necessary to give effect to the proposal. 
It will not be lost sight of, however, when 
the Government are in a position to form 
an opinion as to how far it would be 
desirable, or possible, to modify the 
machinery of the Act in the direction 
of this and other suggestions that have 
been made. 


ROYAL IRISH CONSTABULARY — 

CHARGES AGAINST CONSTABLES. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that Robert Kingsman and John Free- 
man, two constables of the Royal Irish 
Constabulary, who had served for several 
years in that force, were fined £5 each last 
November by the Dublin divisional 
magistrate for insulting unprotected 
women in the streets of Dublin, and for 
assaulting a member of the Dublin 
Metropolitan Police Force, who in dis- 
charge of his duty arrested them, and that 
the magistrate, in passing sentence on 
these men, said that they had behaved 
in an outrageous manner; and can he 
explain why these two men have been 
retained in the Royal Irish Constabulary 
notwithstanding this misconduct, and 
are stationed the one in Sligo and the 
other in Kerry, where there have been 
collisions between the constabulary and 
the people, and baton charges by the 
constabulary on crowds of unarmed 
people. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The facts are 
generally as stated in the first paragraph. 
As the constables had been punished by a 
heavy fine, and as their previous conduct 
had been good the Inspector General 
did not recommend their dismissal from 
the force. They were, however, trans- 
ferred from the depot at their own 
expense, ahd they were warned that if 
their names came before the Inspector 
General for any misconduct or indis- 
cipline within a considerable period he 
would recommend that they should be 
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Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Where are 
these interesting constables placed ? 


(Questions. 


SLIGO TEMPERANCE BAND. 

Mr. O’DOWD (Sligo, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that, on Sunday, the 28th April 
ultimo, a number of unoffending people 
were attacked on the country road 
between Achonry and Moyrush, in the 
county of Sligo, by the police ; if several 
people, including some young girls, were 
seriously injured on the occasion ; and 
if inquiries will be made as to the reason 
for this attack on a number of people 
in a quiet district. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: There is no founda- 
tion whatever for the allegations in this 
question. The police quietly prevented 
a number of persons, accompanied by a 
band, from assembling late at night 
opposite to the residence of a certain 
individual, but they made no attack on 
the people, no batons were drawn, and 
no person was injured. The band was 
what is known as the “ Recruiting 
Society” band. It is also a temperance 
society band, but on this day it con- 
sumed the contents of a half gallon jar 
of whisky, as well as of three quart 
bottles. 


POOR LAW OFFICIALS’ SUPER- 
ANNUATION. 

Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state the number of poor law officials 
in receipt of superannuation and the 
total amount of superannuation paid for 
each financial year ended March, 1898, 
1899, 1900, and 1901 respectively. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: This information 
is set forth in the annual reports of the 
Local Government Board, save in respect 
of the year ended March last, for which 
it is not yet available. 


AGRARIAN OUTRAGES IN IRELAND. 

Mr. CHANNING: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether, 
considering that the quarterly Returns 


dismissed. They are not stationed in, of Agrarian Outrages in Ireland show in- 


the counties mentioned in the question. 


finitesimal results, His Majesty’s Govern- 
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ment will direct the discontinuance 
of these Returns, and place the statistics 
of crimes in Ireland on the same footing 
as in England and Scotland. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: These Returns 
have been presented to Parliament for 
many years, and it is not proposed to 
discontinue them. The general statistics 
of crimes in Ireland are annually laid 
on the Table, and are practically identical 
in form and classification with those for 
England and Scotland. 

RAILWAY 


SOCIETY OFFICIALS AND 


CORONERS’ INQUESTS—ACCIDENT ON | 


THE G. S. AND W. IRELAND RAIL- 

WAY. 

Mr. BELL: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether his attention has been 
drawn to the inquest held on Ist May 
in connection with the accident on the 
Great Southern and Western Railway 
on 24th April at Tralee ; whether he is 
aware that the Amalgamated Society 
of Railway Servants’ secretary for Ire- 
land, who was present at the inquest on 
behalf of the relatives of the deceased 
railway men, was prevented by the 
coroner from asking questions unless he 
engaged a solicitor; and, seeing that 
under the Fatal Accidents Inquiry 
(Scotland) Act, 1895, representation is 
allowed at inquests in Scotland on 
behalf of the relatives of deceased railway 
men, or for other railway men con- 
cerned in the accident, whether he 
will take steps to amend the law in 
order to provide for similar representa- 
tion at inquests in England, Ireland, and 
Wales, so that an opportunity may be 
given to bring out technical points. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, London- 
derry, N.): With the permission of my 
right hon. friend, | will reply to this 
question. A man named Hudson, who 
represented himself to be the secretary 
of the society mentioned, proposed to 
cross-examine the witnesses. This the 
coroner, on objection being taken by the 
members of the legal profession engaged, 
refused to permit, but at the same time 
offered to put himself to the witnesses 
such questions as Mr. Hudson might 
suggest if he (the coroner) considered 
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Questions. 


them proper. ‘The statute referred to 
sets up a system quite peculiar to Scot- 
land, differing fundamentally from the 
ordinary coroner's inquest. Even under 
it a person in Mr. Hudson’s position 
could not interfere in the inquiry unless 
the sheriff was of opinion that he had 
himself a just interest in the inquiry and 
not apparently of a mere advocate for 
the relatives of the deceased. The 
Government cannot give the assurance 
asked for. 


MARRIAGE REGULATIONS IN 
IRELAND. 

Mr. MFADDEN (Donegal, E.): ! 
beg to ask theChief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, having regard 
to the fact that Protestant and Presby- 
terian clergymen solemnising marriages 
in Ireland are empowereca to register 
‘marriages without reference to the local 
registrars of births, marriages, and 
deaths, but that Roman Catholics con- 
tracting marriages in their own churches 
are put to the inconvenience of attending 
with the witnesses at the local registrar's 
office, whether the Government will 
amend the law so that Roman Catholic 
clergymen shall have the same privileges 
in this matter as the clergymen of the 
other denominations. 


Mr. ATKINSON: Perhaps I may be 
permitted to reply to this question. 
Under the 7 and 8 Vict., ¢. 81, Sections 
63 to 66, clergy of the Church of Ireland 
and the Presbyterian Church are sup 
plied by the Registrar General with 
duplicate registry books, in which they 
are required to register the marriages 
solemnised by them and to transmit to 
the Registrar General quarterly returns 
of the entries in these books. In the 
cases of the Roman Catholic clergy no 
registers of marriages are kept by them 
and no returns are made by them to the 
district registrar. Under the 26 and 
27 Vict. c. 90, Roman Catholics about 
to marry obtain from the registrar ot 
Roman Catholic marriages, who is 
generally the registrar also of births and 
deaths, a certificate, which the husband 
is obliged, after the marriage, to return 
to the Registrar General signed by the 
contracting parties and by the officiating 
clergyman ; but the attendance of the 
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parties and witnesses at the registry 
office is not necessary. 
inconvenience, many years ago, at the 
suggestion of several high dignitaries 
of the Roman Catholic Church, the 
registrars were instructed to furnish 
blank forms of certificates to the Roman 


Questions. 


Catholic clergy ; this course has been | 


generally adopted throughout Ireland, 
and any parish priest in Ireland can 
obtain a supply on application. The 
present practice is, I think, generally 


approved of, and there is no demand for | 


the legislation suggested. 


IRISH PETTY SESSIONS COURTS— 
MEDICAL REGISTER. 

Mr. M‘FADDEN: I beg to ask Mr- 
Attorney General for Ireland whether 
he is aware that the Castle authorities 
have discontinued the issue of the medical 
register for the use of the petty sessions 
courts in Ireland. and whether, consi- 
dering the usefulness of the former 
practice to the officials, the issue will be 
revived. 


Mr. ATKINSON: ‘The gratuitous 
supply of this publication to courts of 
petty sessions in Ireland has been dis- 
continued on the advice of the Registrar 
of Petty Sessions Clerks. It is not pro- 
posed to revert to the former practice. 


IRISH GOVERNMENT STATIONERY 
OFFICE CONTRACTS. 


" Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON : I beg’ 


to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether in Stationery Office contracts 
he will arrange that the Stationery 


Office shall send on the unworked mate- | 
rial, paper, and other articles direct from | 


the mill or warehouse in London to the 
contractor’s works in Cork. 


to Dublin, to be thence transferred to 


Belfast or elsewhere at the cost of the) 


contractor ; and whether, as the Dublin 
contractor at present enjoys a monopoly, 


he will take such measures as will place | 


all parts of Ireland on an equality. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
must ask my hon. friend to refer to the 
answer which I gave to the hon. Member 
for North Donegal on this subject on the 
7th instant. * 





*See Page 956. 
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_ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 


'and were duly answered. 


Belfast, | 
or Limerick, instead of forwarding them 








Questions. 1478 
SLIGO POST OFFICE. 
Mr. M‘KILLOP (Sligo, N.): I beg to 


representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he can state on what date the 
estimate was passed for the erection of a 
new post office in Sligo, when the tenders 
were invited for the erection of the 


building, whether the advertisements 


were inserted in the local papers, and, if 
so, can he explain the cause of delay in 
proceeding with the work ; and, if any 
correspondence has passed between the 
Sligo Trades Council and the postal 
authorities relative to this matter, will 
he state its nature, and whether the 
Board of Works have replied to the 
communications on the subject. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
The estimate of cost for the erection of 
the new post office in Sligo was sanctioned 
by the Lords of the Treasury in June, 
1899, and tenders were called for by 
advertisement, in two local newspapers 
amongst others, in June, 1900. A 
tender was accepted in November last, 
but it turned out that the contractor 
was not in a position to proceed with the 
work, and it has been necessary to deter- 
mine the contract. The Board of Public 
Works are negotiating with the next 
lowest tenderers, and it is hoped that 
the building will be proceeded with 
shortly. Two communications have been 
received from the Sligo Trades Council 
on the subject of the delay in this case, 
It is under- 
stood that another communication has 
been addressed to the Board of Publie 
Works, but it is not known whether the 
Board have replied to it. 


IRISH LANGUAGE IN THE POST 
OFFICE. 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: TI beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he is aware that numbers of the 
|Irish clergy and other Irishmen who 
| conduct most of their correspondence 
|in Irish are put to inconvenience owing 
|to the inability of postmasters to read 


| Irish superscriptions, and that the post- 
|master in Elphin refused to deliver a 
letter addressed in Irish, though he 


| could have got persons to translate the 
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address for him ; and whether, consider- 
ing that Irish is the national language, 
taught in nearly all the schools, spoken 
and written by a large part of the popu- 
lation, he will in future require that all 
entrants to the post office in Ireland, 
whether as postmasters or clerks, should 
have a good knowledge of the Irish 
language. 


Questions. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : As 
stated in a previous answer, the Post- 
master General is of opinion that there 
are very few, if any, persons who can 
write Irish and cannot write English ; 
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| whether he is aware that Mrs. Margaret 
Madigan up to some time in the autumn 
of last year had, as postmistress, charge 
‘of the post office in Dromacomer, 
Bruree, county Limerick, for a term of 
fifteen years; that she was removed 
from that post office on a charge of 
falsification of official Returns ; that a 
memorial signed by the Roman Catholic 
and Protestant clergyman of the locality, 
by several magistrates, and other resi- 
dents is before the Postmaster General 
praying for an inquiry into her case ; 
that Mr. Harris, late head postmaster 
of her district, has written to the same 


Questions. 


and if the Irish clergy and other Irishmen! quarter testifying as to her honesty ; 
who address their letters in Irish have and will an inquiry be granted to her so 
suffered inconvenience the remedy would as to give her an opportunity of proving 





appear to be in their own hands. There 
is no recollection at the Elphin post 
office of a letter addressed in Lrish which 
was not delivered ; and, seeing that one 
member of the staff can read Irish, there 
should not be any difficulty in disposing 
of a letter in that language, but if the 
hon. Member will give particulars further 
inquiry shall be made. In the circum- 
stances the Postmaster General does not 
consider it necessary to take any special 


steps to insure that a knowledge of the | 


Irish language shall be possessed by 
persons employed in the Post Office in 
Ireland. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Does the 


Postmaster General himself know Irish ? 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT: Does 


the hon. Member understand it 2? 


Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: Then 
the right hon. Ge itleman refuses facili- 
ties to those who consider it their duty 
to the locality to address letters in Irish ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
There is someone in the Post Office who 
ean read Irish. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Has the hon. Gentle- 
man or the Postmaster General any 
practical experience of the language 1 


DROMACOMER POSTMISTRESS. 


Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 


| her innocence. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
facts of the case are as stated. The 
matter was fully inquired into, and the 
Postmaster General was satisfied that 
Mrs. Madigan deliberately falsified the 
Returns in question. It is not proposed 
' to re-open the matter. 


DUBLIN SORTERS AND QUEENSTOWN 
MAILS. 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: I beg 
| to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
|representing the Postmaster General, 
| whether an estimate could be given of 
ithe saving to the postal department by 
, the sending back to Dublin by the 4 p.m. 
itrain, 29th March, of twelve of the 
eighteen sorting clerks and telegraphists 
awaiting at Queenstown homeward mail, 
/ex “ Campania,” whereby, as admitted, 

the entire newspaper mail suffered delay ; 

| whether it is customary to send back to 
| Dublin any of the sorting staff on such 
occasions ; and whether it is the inten- 
tion of the Department to inconvenience 
| the Irish public in order to effect a small 
| saving. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
saving in expense effected on the 29th 
March by sending back from Queenstown 
to Dublin by the 4 p.m. train twelve out 

| of the eighteen sorters who had _ been 


| employed in dealing with the previous 


‘outward American mail was a little more 
\than £5. It is the usual practice to send 


: back to Dublin a part of the sorting force 


representing the Postmaster General, | as soon as it is known that only the Irish 
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portion of the inward mail will be landed | early exhaustion of the reserves of coal 
at Queenstown. None of the letters | in the United Kingdom suitable for naval 
and only some of the newspapers were | purposes, the Government will consider 
actually delayed by the adoption of this ' the advisability of purchasing the mine- 
arrangement on the occasion in question, | rals under a sufficient area of the South 
and the saving in expense seems to have | Wales coalfield producing smokeless steam 
been fully justified. coal to supply the Navy during the 
present century, seeing that enough 
BRITISH COAL RESOURCES— coal royalties could be so purchased for 
PROPOSED INQUIRY — GOVERNMENT | @bout one million sterling to meet the 
PURCHASE. requirements of the British Navy, at its 
*Mr. D. A. THOMAS: I beg to ask the | Present rate of consumption, for the next 
First Lord of the Treasury whether, | couple of centuries. 
having regard to the time that has| 
elapsed since the last official inquiry into| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I cannot see 
the coal resources of the United King- how any purchase by the Government 
dom, and the criticism recently passed by of a supply of steam coal in South Wales 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer upon could prolong the amount of that supply 
the conclusion of the Royal Commission for the use of the Royal Navy unless it 
of 1866 in regard to the probable export diminished the amount of the exports or 
of coal, and his statement that the the employment of the coal for other pur- 
relative rise in the price of British coal | poses. I do not suppose that is what the 
as compared with that of the United hon. Member desires or would approve of. 
States might be due to the approaching | *Mr. D. A. THOMAS: If the Govern- 
exhaustion of our more cheaply-worked | ment secure for themselves alone a 
supplies, he is now prepared to consider | 


Ee Rg i ta (certain quantity, would that not be 
the advisability of a tresh inquiry. | reserved to them ? 





r | 
THe FIRST LORD or THe TREA- \ ; —— ; 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester, | go A. J. BALFOUR: That would 


) J : so; but the result would be a dimi- 
E.): The question raised by the hon. | nished output, which is what the hon. 


Member is one of very great interest, but) Gentleman and those for whom a 
before deciding that any public object is | speaks object to 
to be gained by having a commission of | : 
inquiry into the actual amount and| *Mr. D. A. THOMAS: Oh, no; | 
probable duration of our coal supplies, || want to reserve it for the British Navy. 
think it will be well to await the investi- | 
gation now being made by the Geological: PUBLIC HOLIDAYS IN EDINBURGH. 
Survey at South Kensington, who have! siz LEWIS M'IVER (Edinburgh, W.) : 
at their disposal a considerable amount | | heg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
of material which throws light, or might | whether, seeing that public business in 
throw light, on the subject. | Edinburgh is practically suspended on 
: ; | Tuesday, the 21st inst., in consequence 
*Mr. D. A. THOMAS: Is it not the | of the ataiie of the General pears 
ease that the conclusions arrived at by! he will authorise the Board of Tabeied 
the Commission with regard to geological | Revenue to close their office in Edie 
matters still hold? But where the Com- burgh on that day, in accordance with 
mission has ge apices ge ga the practice which has hitherto obtained. 
wrong is on th ide— 
the p ae on our coal reserves. Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I understand 
that the birthday of Her late Majesty 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR was understood | will be kept as usual in Scotland on the 
to say that we could not control the | same day as the opening of the General 


lawsof supply and demand. Assembly, and will be a public holiday. 


*Mr. D. A. THOMAS: I beg to ask the BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
First Lord of the Treasury whether, in; Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
order to allay all apprehension as to the/ (Stirling Burghs): I beg to ask the First 
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Lord of the Treasury questions as to the | and familiar practice is that the Minister, 
progress of public business—what Supply |in moving the Estimates, discloses his 
will be taken on Friday, when the Second | military policy ; and this was done by 


Reading of the Finance Bill will be taken, 
and generally as to the business for next 
week. For the convenience of Members 
it would be very desirable if the right hon. | 
Gentleman could give us information as 
to the Whitsuntide holidays. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: As _ regards | 
next Friday, | propose to take some of | 
the less controversial, or non-controver- | 
sial, Votes in Class 2. On Monday next 
I hope to begin the discussion on the | 
Second Reading of the Finance Bill; 
and I suppose we shall be able to rise for 
the holidays at the end of the Friday 
sitting in next week. Of course, there, 
is no prospect of our being able to rise 
before. 


) 


An Hon. MempBer: To meet when ! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I should not 
like to give a final answer to that ques- | 
tion. On the whole, I think it would be | 
most economical of Parliamentary time, 
or at all events, of Government time, and | 
for the general convenience, if we were to | 
prolong the holidays to the Thursday 
week following. The only alternative | 
would be to meet on the Monday week, | 
which would be a very inconvenient day ; | 
and Wednesday is a private Members’ | 
day, as well as being Derby day. 


ARMY ORGANISATION. 


{First DAy’s DEBATE. ] 


Motion made, and Question propssed, 
“That it is expedient that six army 
corps be organised in the United King- 
dom, with the requisite staff, stores, and 
buildings ; that a Reserve for the Militia 
be enrolled not exceeding 50,CG0G men ; 
that the establishment of the Yeomanry 
be raised from 12,000 to 35,000; and 
that eight regiments be enrolled for 
garrison service.’—(Mr. Secretary Brod- 


rick.) 


H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): The resolution which 
the right hon. Gentleman has just 
moved is. so far as | know, without 
a precedent in recent years. The general 


Sim 





| emergencies 


ithe recent General Election. It 
'the recollection of us all that there were 


the right hon. Gentleman with a fulness 
and an effectiveness which we all recog- 
nised. But then there is usually an 
opportunity afforded by common agree- 
ment on some Vote or other in the Esti- 


| mates for Members expressing their views 
|upon his policy, whether in principle or 


in detail. But on this occasion the right 
hon. Gentleman moves a distinct resolu- 
tion in which he embodies what he con- 
siders the main elements of his policy, 
and the House of Commons is invited 
either to agree to or to reject the resolu- 
tion. There may be conveniences—that | 
do not deny—in this procedure both for 
the Government and for the Members of 
the House; but I wish to say distineily 
thar if the House accepts this resolution, 
elther under the influetice of recent 
and difficulties, the full 
bearing of which we have surely not yet 
had time to realise, or actuated by 
some occult motive, such as sometimes 
sways the public action rather than the 


‘inward opinion of Members—if that 


should happen, neither the House nor its 
Members, still less future Parliaments, 
must be held to have in any way com- 
mitted themselves or to be hampered 
in future judgment or action. I have 
no doubt that the real motive for pre- 
senting the military policy of the Govern- 
ment in this form is derived from a 
sense of the importance of the subject ; 
for this resolution represents one-half 
of the claim upon which His Majesty's 


‘Government and their friends sought 


and secured the vote of the electors at 
is in 


two pleas put forward on behalf of the 
party opposite, which superseded and 
eclipsed all others. The first of these 
was that they were the proper persons, 
and indeed the only competent persons. 
to deal with affairs in South Africa, not 
for the purpose of bringing the war to a 
conclusion, for that had already been 
done, but in order to deal with the 
imminent and immediately urgent ques- 
tion of a settlement in September last. 
That was the first ground on which the 
claim was made. The other part of the 
claim turned on the Army. While we poor 
Liberals avowed with perfect honesty, 
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but I trust with becoming modesty, | this is the first of the three points which 
that we were not altogether destitute of |the right hon. Gentleman thinks are 
| the most salient features of his scheme. 


patriotic feelings, and that we were pre- 


pared to favour any steps that would add | 
to the defensive strength of the Empire, , 
Ministers and their friends declared that | 


they were the sole patentees of military 
knowledge and of appreciation of military 


needs ; and therefore they demanded | 


that to their hands should be entrusted 
the task of erecting on the fragments of 
a discarded and discredited system a vast 
military organisation, the envy of the 
world—{Ministerial cries of ‘ No ’’j— 
then, not the envy of the world, but yet 
suited to this country and to its mission 
among the nations. That was the claim 
that was made, and this resolution is the 
great military organisation. This it is 
which is put forward as fulfilling the 
promises and satisfying the hopes of the 
general election. What wonder then 
that the right hon. Gentleman and his 
friends give it the special prominence of 
being moved in the form of a separate 
resolution ! 

What are the main features of this 


great scheme! I will take them in 
order as the right hon. Gentleman 


reckons them up in the words of his reso- | 


lution. Perhaps some light may possibly 
be thrown on the subject by a speech 
which the Secretary of State for War 
made a short time ago in the country, 
and in which he made a different and 


The others are these. Secondly, he says 
that, by providing six army corps for 
service at home, they have fulfilled all 
that the military authorities desire for 
the protection of the country ; and, 
thirdly, that by preparing 120,000 men 
for service abroad in any part of the 
world they were making a provision 
which no Government had ever sub- 
mitted to this country before. I have 
no doubt that the worthy gentlemen 
who dined at Guildford went home 
happier and more composed in their 
minds than when they arrived, aiter 
hearing what the right hon. Gentleman 
was going to do. But untortunately, 
though unintentionally, he had misled 
them. I am reminded by what he 
said of the case of a friend of mine who 
some years ago wished to sell his house, 


/but who could not sell it because he 
‘demanded such an exorbitant price. 
| No one would offer it, but he justified 


his demand in this way. He said, “ My 
house is a charming residence ; it is in a 
healthy part of the world and in a most 
delightful climate ; and it is worth so 
much. But you must remember that 
the neighbouring town is advancing in 
my direction and that the building 


‘value of this property is greater. | 


less technical analysis of this great Army | 


reform. He did not enter into detail, but 


he stated those elements evidently which | 


he thought would most impress his 
audience in the country. He claimed 
three points for his scheme. 
point was this, that they had recognised 


The first | 


their responsibility, and had told the. 


nation that they proposed to give effect 
to it from the military standpoint. I 
should find these words very satisfactory 
if I only had the slightest idea what they 
meant. They recognised their respon- 
sibility? Why, the responsibility is 
theirs whether they recognise it or not. 
They demanded the responsibility, and 


have had it estimated and it is so 
much, and by adding these two sums 
I can get the reasonable price | 
am demanding for my _ property.” 
The right hon. Gentleman tells these 
friends of his in the country that we 
are to have six army corps for home 
defence and 120,000 men to send abroad 
anywhere. But when the 120,000 men 
are sent abroad where will be the six 
army corps for home defence? And 


| when the 120,000 men are sent abroad, 


it is very little good to say that they re- | 


cognise it. 
the nation that they were going to 


give effect to it from the military stand- | 


point. From what other standpoint 
could any effect be possibly given to a 
question of military reform? And yet 
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And then they have told | 


| 
| 
| 


| 


taking with them nearly all the trained 
Regulars in the country, that will be 
the very, and the only, moment that a 
great force for home defence will be 
required. Of course, the right hon. 
Gentleman did not intend to mislead 
his audience ; but it is rather strange 
that these should be the only two points 
that he thought it necessary to put before 
them, and I have shown that the one 
really excludes the other. 

This statement of the right hon. 
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Gentleman is identical with the 
first point in the classification of 
objects submitted in this resolution. 


It is, in fact, the reorganisation of 


the Army promised at the General | 


Election. We may put aside the sub- 
sidiary improvements, some of great and 
others of less importance, referred to 
in the speech of the right hon. Gentleman 
—the additions to certain arms, the 
more rigid conditions of promotion 
and employment, better training, de- 
centralisation, greater comfort for soldiers, 
and so forth—all excellent, but after 
all most of them only pious aspirations and 
a record of good intentions! This 
question, not of adding the troops of 
an army corps, but of throwing the 
troops we have into a form of six army 
corps—this is the Army reform! Other 
matters are but “leather or prunella ” ; 
they are but administrative improve- 
ments of greater or less importance, and, 
let me add, of greater or less novelty. 

I would ask, what is there here to fulfil 
the hopes and expectations of the General 
Election ? What is there here to justify 
the title of “ Army Reform ” with capital 
letters ? Let hon. Members realise what 
Army reform has been and can be made. 
Let us go back for a moment to the Army 
reform of thirty vears ago. I was glad 
to hear—I have already expressed my 
obligations—the right hon. Gentleman 
speak of Lord Cardwell in the way he 
did; but when he said the reforms 
then introduced were unpopular I ven- 
tured to interject a denial of that state- 
ment across the Table, because the un- 
popularity at that time was confined 
to the party opposite, who opposed 
the reforms tooth and nail, and to 
certain narrow circles—no, not narrow 
circles, wide circles of narrow opinion— 
inthe Army. The reforms were popular 
in the country and popular with the 
majority of the House of Commons. 
What were they? That is what | 
wish to recall to the House. There 
again we had had wars. We had 
had the Crimean War full of lessons ; 
we had Sadowa full of lessons; we 
had had the Franco-Prussian War. 
As the result of a consideration 
of all these experiences happily, 
mostly of other people, these reforms 
were introduced. That was a great 


occasion, and it was met by a great effort. 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman. 


{COMMONS} 


1488 


| What was done ? Lord Cardwell abolished 
purchase in the Army, thereby, as it was 
said at the time, taking the Army out of 
pledge, and not only securing that pro- 
motion should go not by money, but by 
merit or seniority, but, what was much 
more important, enabling the military 
authorities to deal with a free hand with 
officers, instead of being met at every 
point with some monied vested interest, 
He introduced short service with a 
system of reserve. He gave elasticity to 
the Army by enabling a man to enlist in 
a larger area of service than is afforded by 
one small town. He localised the Army 
to bring it into harmony with the Auxi- 
liary forces, and enlisted on its side all 
the county and district traditions and 
associations. Lastly, I would mention 
that he introduced those manceuvres 
which the right hon. Gentleman very 
wisely considers so essential to the 
efficiency of the Army. That was ** Army 
Reform ” worthy of capital letters. No 
‘one will say, I think, that this is a reform 
of that kind. That was a real, sub- 
stantial, drastic, vital reform, going down 
to the very root of the matter. There- 
fore, if these proposals were all excellent, 
they still, I think, would hardly come up 
to the standard of extent and importance 
which was indicated at the General 
Election. 

The right hon. Gentleman does not 
propose, by any intention at all events, 
to interfere with any of those reforms 
that I have spoken of. I congratulate 
him upon it. I am sure that with 
his knowledge of the subject and his 
experience he would not interfere with 
them, because to do so would be to fly in 
the face of all our experience. We hear 
of the lessons of this war. Why, we 
could not have sent out the third or the 
fourth part of the men we have sent to 
South Africa if it had not been for the 
system thus introduced. ‘Take the 
Reserves, who came up in the most 
extraordinary way, almost touching the 
full complement of 100 per cent. Some 
were, I believe, called at ten days notice 
and others at five days notice. They 
came up punctually, and when they 

/came up they were found to be men, for 
the most part, in employment, allowed 
by the patriotic action of their employers 
to go on good conditions, and they turned 
out most valuable soldiers. Such facility 
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did this system give the organising | 


establishment in Pall Mall, which is so 
much denounced, that—I believe I am 
stating what is a fact—during last summer 
—TI will not say at the most difficult or 
dangerous point of the fighting, but 
when certainly the greatest strain was 
put on our numbers, [ doubt if there was 
a battalion in service in South Africa 
which was not beyond its establishment 
—in some cases greatly beyond its estab- 
lishment—in actual anticipation of the 
casualties which might occur. That is 
what that much-maligned system gave 
you. I have mentioned the relations 
with the localities and with the Auxiliary 
forces. Consider how largely that has 
helped you in your emergencies. Then 
as to the character, both of the men in 
the ranks and the Reserves, is there a 
word to be said—I will not say against 
the good behaviour, but in derogation of 
the fighting qualities of those men? I 
have seen estimates of them by competent 
authorities, not belonging to this country 
at all, who say they were equal to any- 
thing to be found in any European army. 
Therefore | complement the right hon. 
Gentleman on not interfering materially 
with the existing system. He is bound, 
however, where he finds weaknesses in 
it to correct them, and of course he will 
always endeavour to adapt any present 
system to the ever-moving requirements 
and developments of the art of war. But 


many of the changes, I am bound to say, 


advocated by those who are sometimes 
spoken of as army reformers, are changes 
of a purely reactionary and retrograde 
character ; and if those persons are to be 
styled army reformers, then it would 


be as if some politician were to introduce | 


a measure here for the purpose of restrict- 
ing the franchise and _ re-establishing 
pocket boroughs, and because it altered 
somewhat the electoral law called it a 
Bill for the amendment of the representa- 
tion of the people. 

We are, therefore, confronted by the 
fact that these army corps proposals are 
the main embodiment of what the 
(iovernment think necessary. Indeed, 
the right hon. Gentleman says so. He 
said— 

‘*T propose to reorganise the Army on a new 


system, of which the bedrock will be that the | 
country will be divided into six army corps by , 


districts, and each district in time of peace 


will have the same relative proportion to the 
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various arms that are necessary to make up 
the corps, and they will be under the com- 
manders who will lead them in time of war.” 


That is the bedrock of the right hon. 
Gentleman’s system. I take issue with 
with him on this point. I maintain, 
firstly, that to attempt to give rigid 
reality to the army corps organisation, 
which has hitherto been merely accepted 
as an administrative convention, is a 
mistake, as such an organisation is not 
suited to the practical needs of our 
country, either in peace or in war ; and 
secondly, that the maintenance of three 
‘army corps, specially allotted to and 
|prepared for active service abroad, is 
unnecessary and politically undesirable. 
It will be more convenient, perhaps, if 
I take the second of these points first, 
because it is not a purely military ques- 
tion; it is mixed up with the general 
policy of the country. Putting aside this 
question of army corps, do we want 
120,000 men always fit to take the field 
and embark upon a foreign expedition ! 
i The right hon. Gentleman says — 


Organisation. 


** We can no longer lay to our souls the flat- 
tering unction that we have not got to send 
two army corps abroad. I think the events of 
the last fifteen months have proved that we 
must be prepared to send more than two army 


corps.” 


What events are these that have proved 
‘that we should have to send more than 
two army corps abroad ? I distrust the 
particular lesson that may be drawn 
from a war which has not yet come to 
its conclusion. I have seen the most 
diverse and contradictory lessons drawn 
from what has occurred by most compe- 
tent authorities. But apart from that we 
do not require any very technical means 
of judgment to inquire what these events 
can be. What has happened is this. 
The Government have—how shall I 
put it ?—failed to prevent, at all events 
a great war in South Africa, which has 
necessitated the despatch to that country 
of 200,000 men. Therefore—this is the 
argument which is put forward—we 
must be prepared at any time for a 
similar demand. The last occasion when 
we had any considerable force to send 
abroad was forty seven years ago. Now 
we must be ready for it any year and every 
year. Is there anything in this war to 
justify an expectation that it will be 
repeated ? It was an altogether excep- 
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tional war—exceptional in the distances, 
exceptional in the difficulties of the 
country, above all in the character of 
the people; for we were contending 
not with a brilliant and brave number 
of warriors, but with a whole nation, 
with a whole people, armed and mounted, 
inured to the climate, accustomed to the 
life. In all respects the war was ex- 
ceptional. These difficulties put a strain 
upon our Army organisation which 
it was never meant to bear. 


globe such a state of things could be 
reproduced. 

The right hon. Gentleman used 
very vague and ominous words. He 
spoke of complications, commitments, 
and entanglements. We have dis- 
cussed this matter before, 
that no 


was first before the House, 


Minister has a right to use such words | 


without the fullest explanation. Up to 
this time we have never been led to 
expect the necessity of any such prepara- 
tion as the right hon. Gentleman 
now thinks necessary. I could quote 
from memorandum after memorandum, 
from debate after debate, from speeches 
of predecessors of the right hon. Gentle- 
man in office as Secretary for War. 
But the position was well summed up 
by the Chief Secretary for Lreland when 
he said that the three chief objects of 
ur Army organisation were (1) to give 
the necessary drafts and reliefs to our 
Army in India, and for the maintenance 
of our colonial garrisons; (2) to be equal 
to the embodiment of three army corps | 
for home defence; and (3) to have a 
cavalry division and troops for the 
line of communications for the pur- | 
poses of an expedition. That is an| 
authoritative statement of the policy— 
the fixed idea, the fixed objective— 
which, as the right hon. Gentle- | 
man has said, has been maintained for | 
many years. We want something 
more than the mere dictum of the right 
hon. Gentleman the Secretary for War to 
tell us why that objective is not now | 
sufficient, There is a distinct change | 
of policy. It is a most serious question, | 
not to be dealt with in a light- hearted | 
or casual way as a mere | 
appendage to a military debate. 


are entitled to demand a full statement. | anywhere 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman, 
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I do not | 
know where else on the surface of the | 


and [! 


repeat what I said when this question | 


‘advantage to usin this country ? 
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|I hear certain enterprises darkly hinted 
at for which all 1 can say is that 120,000 
men would not be of much more use 
'than 120. These are wild dreams, but 
they are invoked by the vague language 
of the Secretary for War. For my part 
'I take my stand on the old doctrine once 
held by both sides of the House, that 
policy governs armaments. But I carry 
‘it a little further; because although 
it is true that policy governs arma- 
ments— that is to say that your arma- 
ments only require to reach the point 
which is necessitated by your policy 
/—the policy and the armaments act 
and react upon each other ; and if you 
increase your armaments unduly they 
may largely sway your policy. It may 
be provocative to your neighbours ; and, 
worse still, it may stimulate an ambitious 
and aggressive spirit among.-your own 
people. Therefore any proposal avowedly 
going beyond existing limits, such as 
this is, and making that advance on the 
declared ground of new views and new 
purposes—as this does—ought to be 
lviewed with a most suspicious 
scrutiny. I certainly regard that as 
|the most serious aspect of the whole 
| question ; but I shall say no more on it, 
having given my views in a previous de- 
| bate, and will address myself to the purely 
military aspect of the scheme. 

I ask, Has this army corps organisation 
anything beyond a mere administrative 
Can it 
be made real in view of the peculiar duties 
and composition of our Army? It is an 
organisation borrowed from the Conti- 
nent. Continental nations can have a 
fixed stereotyped organisation because 
they know exactly what will be wanted 
in the case of war. With them when 
war is declared the army corps is mobi- 
lised ; it moves across the frontier with- 
out any modification ; the country into 
which it goes is known ; the route which 
it follows is known, every yard of it, and 
the transport and equipment required, 
and everything connected with the 
operation, are known beforehand. But 
if your 40,000 have to go out of this 
country, where do they go? Do they 
move across the frontier? No; they go 
_to the port of embarkation, where they 
are put on board ship, and they start, for 
where? Why, one might almost say 
between Patagonia and 
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Kamschatka, and some of the most im- 
portant details of military preparation 
depend entirely upon this unknown 
scene of operations. The composition 
of the force may be entirely altered accord- 
ing to the scene of operations. Now this 
may be a great disadvantage, but it is ¢ 

fact inseparable from the world-empire 
of which we profess to be so proud. [| 
have said enough, so far as an untech- 


nical observer like myself can say any- | 


thing, on the war aspect. 

Now let me say something on 
the peace aspect. It becomes 
what tiresome to repeat 
all know so well already, but let 
me go over the familiar catalogue once 
more. Again, I find the new scheme 
totally unfitted for our purposes. We 


maintain our Army for the purpose of | 
furnishing garrisons for our dependencies | 


and colonies abroad. Does your army 
corps system help you in this?) No; on 
the contrary, the necessity of constantly 


despatching reliefs and drafts invalidates | 


your army corps system; and the idea 
of rigidity and continuity, essential to 
the Continental conception of an army 
corps. is with us impossible. 
armies have no reliefs and no drafts. 
Then, we have to look after home defence. 


Again, it does not help you ; and here I | 


confess a personal want of technical know- 


ledge, but I do not believe that anyone | 


ever proposed that an army corps as such 
should operate for the defence of this 
enclosed country, and for the purposes 


for which we require a home army. But | 
then it is said it will be so useful for train- | 


ing the troops. Look at the manceuvres 
which the right hon. 
each army corps should have in each 
district. There is nothing in those 
manoeuvres which could not be accom- 
plished now under the generals com- 


manding districts just as well as under | 


an army corps. Lastly, what we want 
in this country is a comparatively small 
striking force ready for any emergency. 


But sending from your shores a striking | 


force of this kind ipso facto and at once 
disintegrates your army corps. <A great 
many of those interested in this subject 
seem to think it is most important that 
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take that view two considerations. First 
I believe that no European army ever 
thinks of mobilising any part of its forces 
| without calling up the Reserve. In the 
| second place, after all your striking force 
— not do anything until it had the 
| ships prepared for it ; and if delay is the 
| difficulty intended to be avoided, then I 
believe the men of the Reserve would be 
| ready long before the ships. 
Now, I should like to ask a few ques- 
| tions, because we are really ill-informed, 
| as to the conditions and general character 
of this army corps system. In the first 
instance, | think it is only reasonable, 
| seeing that some weeks have elapsed since 
ithe introduction of the Estimates, that 
| the right hon. Gentleman should give 
/us an estimate of the cost of this new 
system—the cost in staff, the cost in 
stores, and, above all, the cost in barracks, 
‘for it is one of the points that a great 
quantity of barracks should be provided. 
Then I would ask is it intended to super- 
sede the existing organisation. We have 
/at present general officers commanding 
districts, we have great garrisons in 
certain places, we have colonels com- 
manding depdts—are their duties to be 
taken over by the army corps staff, or is 
the army corps staff to be something 
soaring in the air above their heads ? 
| We have no information on that subject. 
My next question is, What are the regi- 
ments? Are they to be permanently 
| attached to an individual army corps, or 
are they to move about ? I am naturally 
rather interested in my own country ; 
and I think the Scotch army corps is to 
‘consist almost entirely of Militia and 
Volunteers, but there would be some few 
battalions of Regulars. Will they be 
Scotch battalions ? Will they always be 
the same Scotch battalions?) And what 
| will become of the other Scotch bat- 
talions ? That is a fair question to ask, 
because I think it would be most unde- 
sirable, as well as most unfair, if any 
battalions in the Army were practically, 
definitely, and eternally assigned to 
| home defence, with no opportunity, or a 
| fair chance, of the distinction and variety 
lof war. Then, as to the Staff. At 
| present the military control of the three 


we should be able to get together this | kingdoms is exercised, I think, by not 


small striking force without resorting to | quite twenty general officers ; 
I quite see that point of | Staff of the three army corps will involve 


the Reserve. 


view, but I would urge upon those who | nearly seventy general officers. 


but the 


Is this 
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great staff of general officers, with all 
the subordinate officers under them, 
which will be a very costly item on the 
Army Estimates, to be maintained during 
the whole year for your so-called army 
corps, four-fifths, at least, of whose con- 
stituent parts do not exist except for a 
couple of months in the year? Except 
when the Militia and Volunteers are out, 
what will all these officers be, doing ? 
Then, the right hon. Gentleman said that 
no officer would be appointed unless he 
was fit to command, and that promise 
was received—as one might expect— 
with applause in this House ; but those 
who applauded were, perhaps, not aware 
that that has been the rule in the Army 
for a long time. No officer has for many 
years been appointed to the generals’ 
list unless the Board has certified that he 
is fit tocommand in the field. If you mean 
more than that—that he must not only 
be fit, but that he shall have a_ special 
aptitude for commanding in the field, that 
he shall have a dash of military genius—in 
the first place how are you to discover 
that, especially if you do not, as I hope 
you will not, have a war every year? 
After all, is this genius for command in 
war precisely the quality that is most 
necessary in times of peace in an officer 
who has to administer and train great 
bodies of troops? There are other 
qualities far more important for that 
purpose than warlike capacity, and | 
should hope that they will be considered 
in making selections. 

I have now nearly finished my ques- 
tions about the army corps. I hope I have 
not wearied the House, but the ques- 
tions were absolutely essential, because we 
have no information upon the points I 
have raised. The next thing that excites 
at once my sympathy and my curiosity 
is this. Are the officers of the fourth, 
fifth, and sixth army corps, not to speak 
of the men, to have no chance of war 
experience except in the case of invasion 4 
The right hon. Gentleman made a 
great point of every man knowing his 
neighbour. That practically involves 
an amount of stereotyped fixity which 
we certainly have not had hitherto. 
Whether it might be an improvement 
or not I cannot tell ; but one thing I will 
guarantee—that if you mobilise for 
foreign service your three army corps, 
there will not be an officer worth his 

Sir H, Campbell-Bannerman. 
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‘salt in the other three who will not ask 
,to be transferred to them. They will all 
be hammering at the door of the Military 
Secretary, and I venture to go further 
and to say that the Military Secretary, 
if he knows his duty, will skim the best 
of them and put them into the army 
|corps which are going to the front. 
Although I sympathise with the idea 
of the right hon. Gentleman of every 
officer and every man knowing his 
neighbour, and being the happier for 
knowing that he can rely upon him, 
I do not think that it will be very easy 
to carry out in practice. 

I will now leave the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s bed rock and come to the surface 
features. I remark that there is no notice 

_taken in this resolution of the substitution 
of Marines for soldiers in the defence of 
naval stations. I have already had an 
‘opportunity of telling the House my 
opinion of that proposal. I am a friend 
of the proposal so far as my experience 
teaches me, but I am perfectly aware 
‘that the Navy is strongly and stubbornly 
opposed to it. What I said before I 
repeat now, namely, that the right 
hon. Gentleman had no right to count 
this in as a feature of his scheme and at 
the same time to tell us that the Ad- 
miralty did not agree with it. On 
Friday last, four Lords or ex-Lords of the 
Admiralty vented their wrath against 
the proposal, and, although I should 


like to see it adopted if it could be, so 


faras my information and prejudices go. 
I agree that their criticisms were well 
founded. The noble Lord at present 
at the head of the Admiralty made this 
extraordinary answer. He said that 
what the Secretary of State had stated 
in this House was not a representation 
of anything that had been definitely 
settled by the Cabinet, but an inspiration, 
a personal opinion of his own and: of 
the War Office. That is the very thing 
that we complain of. It is not right 
for the right hon. Gentleman to say 
anything here about such an important 
matter as that without the approval of 
the Cabinet, or, at all events, with the 
knowledge that an important section 
of the Cabinet was opposed to it. But 
it will not do to say that this is only an 
‘aspiration. The right hon. Gentleman 
gave us the figures. There werefeight 
| battalions of garrison troops that he was 
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five were to be replaced by Marines. He 
added them up to make the seventy-nine 
battalions at home and the seventy- 
seven abroad, so that the whole symmetry 
and logical coherence of the scheme 
depended upon those five battalions. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): The right hon. Gentleman is in 
error. I did not take credit for the 
five battalions to be replaced by Marines. 
I think the whole of his indictment 
falls to the ground. It was purely with 
a desire to act quite fairly by the House 
in telling them what were the proper 
number of battalions that I mentioned 
the matter. If I had not mentioned 
the transfer of the coaling stations to the 
Admiralty I should have been asking 
possibly for a larger number of battalions 
than the House was aware of. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I do not think that is quite consistent. 
The right hon. Gentleman put it rather 
more strongly, for he said— 

“Tf Lam able to prevail, as I trust I may be, 


we shall then have five more battalions, making | 


eighteen in all, available to be added for home 
service.” 

and he counted these five battalions in 
the seventy-seven battalions abroad, 
which enabled him to have seventy-nine 
at home. 

I now pass to the second point, 
which is the creation of a reserve in the 
Militia, and there I entirely approve of 
the right hon. Gentleman’s proposal. 
Now, Sir, I am going to say something 
that I am afraid may not be in accord- 
ance with the opinions of a considerable 
number of Members of this House who 
take an interest in the matter. I am 
going to say a good word for the old 
Militia Reserve. I am aware that the 
Militia Reserve is very unpopular with 
Militia officers, and anyone can make 
out some sort of logical case against it. 


But an ounce of fact is worth a pound of 
‘sion arises they will volunteer for that 


theory. What is the fact? The fact is 
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replaced by Indian troops, and those | 
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objection to this Reserve appears to me 
to be taken away by the fact that the men 
are never taken from a regiment which 
goes abroad, but are only taken from 
regiments which are serving at home. 


The right hon. Gentleman proposes, with 


a sweep of his pen, to drop out of his 
system this force, which has, at all events, 


whatever may be urged against it, proved 


itself a useful and trustworthy force. 
Now I come to something more large 
and more imposing. I come to the Im- 
perial Yeomanry. Again I have to take 
the catechetical course. Wedo not know 
anything about the Imperial Yeomanry. 
How are they to be organised? Are 
they to have a part in the army corps ? 
Are they to be a separate body alto- 
gether ? What are to be their relations 
towards the mounted infantry ? Then, 
as to their pay; I have investigated the 
Army Order, and, it may be my fault, 
but I cannot see anything there as to 


‘their pay when they are actually out on 


active service. Their pay in training is 
stated as 5s.a day. It has always been a 
convenient rule that when any member 
of the Auxiliary forces is called out, or 
volunteers to serve with the Regular 
forces, he is paid at the same rate as the 
Regular forces ; but if an Imperial Yeo- 
man is to receive 5s. a day and a cavalry- 
man is to receive ls. 2d., I think, to say 
the least, that a certain amount of contfu- 
sion may arise. Another point which 
disturbs my equanimity is that this is to 
be a force of Imperial Yeomanry, but the 
very last thing they are to be is Imperial. 
The word is a mere honorary title. Now, 
here I can understand if you have a body 
of men such as we have had in our 


| Auxiliary forces, the Yeomanry and the 


Volunteers, it may in cases of emergency 
be a very useful thing to have them 
volunteer for active service, and we have 
seen with what splendid spirit and 
willingness that has been done in the last 
two years ; but to create a force and give 
it a title indicative of a service which it is 
not called upon to render, and, at the 
same time, to trust that when the occa- 





that in this very war, whose lessons, for- | service—to do this in cold blood is a 
sooth, we are endeavouring already to | novelty ; perhaps “ an absurdity ” would 
glean, we have relied to a great extent on | be too strong an expression to use, but, 
this much-maligned Militia Reserve. I) at any rate, it is a singular way of pro- 
believe that some 13,000 Militia Reservists | ceeding, which, I think, requires some 
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justification from the right hon. Gentle- | 


man. I should like to know, also, why 
the particular number of 35,000 was 
fixed, and what expectation there is of 
getting that number of men, not only 
suitable, but with some knowledge either 
of riding or, at any rate, of the manage- 
ment of horses. 

Now, let us go to another branch of 
the right hon. Gentleman’s proposal, and 
[ think it is the last—the garrison com- 
panies. Sir, I regret this proposal. 
Our Army has been carefully kept up on 
a balance between long service and short 
service. Here is a method by which you 
largely increase the number of long- 
service men. In the first place, I do not 
know that the terms are likely to be very 
attractive, but they might be improved. 
I should also be glad to know whether it 
impinges upon Section B, as it is called, 
of the Army Reserve. 


Mr. BRODRICK : No. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Then it is to be above that. Let us look 
at it calmly. Are the South European 
fortresses—especially in Malta—a fit 
place to which to relegate middle-aged 
men, with wives and children, for per- 
manent and perpetual service? Does 


this not revive some of the worst features . 


of the long-service system ? Does it not 
impose a heavy cost for pensions? And, 
at the same time, may it not impose an 
unkindly fate on the men who, after a 
few years of continuous service in the 
Mediterranean, away from their friends, 
away from any chance of employment, 
and exhausted in vital strength, will be 
sent home and discharged on sixpence a 
day? At the age of sixty-five it will be 
increased to ls. 6d., but will they ever 
reach that age? I confess the scheme 
does not commend itself to me on these 
grounds. I do not know if I may make 
a suggestion, which is of the most tenta- 


tive kind—that if you do think it desirable | ; 
‘and preparing these corps, and who 


to extend the service of certain deserving 
men in this way, would it not be better, 
at all events, to make them serve in a 
country where the climate was better, 
and where they would have a_ better 


future before them on leaving the ser- | 


vice? Now, the right hon. Gentleman 
said that we should require twelve bat- 


talions in South Africa after the war was | 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman. 
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over. Some of us shook our heads over 
that, because it is quite obvious that the 
force to be maintained in South Africa 
after the war will depend entirely upon 
the condition of the country and the 
sentiment of the races at that time. If 
the war concludes with a promise of such 
terms and the exhibition of such senti- 
ments and disposition as shall make the 
Boers willing fellow-citizens, even twelve 
battalions—and I am willing to take that 
hopeful view of it—even twelve battalions 
will not be long required. How would 
it do to make these garrison companies 
part of the twelve battalions, so that they 
would live in healthier conditions and 
they and their families would be gradually 
absorbed in the community in which 
they lived? I throw this out as a tenta- 
tive suggestion to show that I have no 
desire to discard the idea of these elderly 
battalions. 

Now. Sir, I leave the points in the 
resolution, and I must refer to other 
subsidiary proposals. As to the better 
training of the Militia and the Volunteers, 
I will not criticise in detail what is pro- 
posed, but I quite approve of going as far 
as is practicable in that direction—they 
must always remain the main element 
But in regard to 
the Militia, and especially to the Volun- 
teers, I will say this—Is it not the case 
that the weak point of both forces, but 
especially the Volunteers, lies in their 
officers? You may train and drill them 
as you like, but if the officers have not the 
full confidence of the men for war pur- 
poses, you cannot have an_ efficient 
battalion. Would it not, then, be better 
to give up the idea, which I believe is 
practically given up now, of the officer 
commanding these regiments being a 
local magnate or an employer of labour ! 
I believe that is practically a thing of the 
past. Would it not be possible to appoint 
to these commands officers who have 
served in the Army, who may be willing 
to find a field for their energies training 


would develop the best qualities of the 
men under their command ? 


Now I come to another great question, 


‘not directly raised in this resolution, but 


which undoubtedly lies at the root of the 
whole matter—that is, the question of 
recruiting. But the right hon. Gentle- 
man threatened us with conscription. 
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I have already expressed my opinion that 
conscription would not be tolerated by 
the people of this country, and, further, 
would not be applicable to the circum- 
stances of this country. 
need not resort to conscription until we 
have tried all we can do by the improve- 
ment of the present system. Some 
plausible schemes have been put forward 
for higher pay. 
there is much evidence to show that 
higher pay, such is as at present given in 
some corps, has any great effect in re- 
ducing the rates of desertion ; and the 
conclusion that one must come to from 
a study of the Inspector-General’s report 
is that it is not the pay that is the induce- 
ment to enlist—it is the military life, the 
adventurous life, and the change. Of 
course it may be said, and said with 
truth, that there would be an advantage 
in tapping a higher social class. I should 
like to see men of a higher social class 
enlist in the Army ; but, at the same time, 
do not let us do that on the ground that 
the class from whom we take our recruits 


. at present do not furnish us with good 


men ; because I believe that they are in 
no way deficient either in stamina or in 
intelligence, and as they are willing to 
join the colours at the present rates it is 
easy to see that if we gave very much 
larger pay we should be simply throwing 
away money. Therefore, this is a matter 
to be considered with great care and 
deliberation. Then it 
take recruits too young, and there | 
entirely agree, if you mean immature 
lads. But if you enlist a man at the age 
of eighteen, and if you keep him well fed 
and well housed and disciplined for a year, 
he is perfectly fit for almost any purpose 
to which you can apply him. If you took 
him at twenty or twenty-one you would 
have to keep him a year before he could 
be put in the Line, so you do not gain, 
as you seem at first sight to gain, by 
going toa higher age. An old argument, 
which deserves to be repeated, is this— 
that if you take a man when he is at the 


{13 May 1901} 


Organisation. 1502 


to themselves, tried some occupation 
and broken down in it. Those are con- 
siderations that have been urged again 


and again, and so much has been written 


But surely we | 


I do not know that) 


and said on this subject that it is desirable 
to repeat them. But if you wish to enlist 
men of a better class, and I am one of 
those who do, I should look, rather than 
to pay, to better surroundings in the 
service and to better treatment. No one 


has assisted in doing more for the comfort 


is said that we | 


a career in the Army to poor men. 


of the private soldier and to raise the 
standard of his comfort than the right 
hon. Gentleman, because he was with 
Mr. Stanhope, who was the greatest 
benefactor that the private soldier ever 
had. But it is not dining-rooms and 
cubicles only—these are very well in 
their way. We ought to recognise the 
superior standard now prevailing in 
living, and education, and intelligence ; 
we ought to have less humiliating rules 
of drill and service ; we ought to regard 
more the self-respect of a man when he 
has joined the colours. He ought to 
have more freedom, provided, of course, 
he is worthy of it—freedom from uniform, 
freedom, if possible, from barrack life. 
I would try all this before I thought of 
largely increasing the pay. or certainly 
before I should talk of resorting to con- 
scription. 

But I go further than this. still. 
I have spoken of the reforms of many 
years ago, and, among others, of 
the abolition of purchase, This country 
agreed to the payment of a huge sum of 
money in order to open, as it was thought, 
There 
was much said about the field marshal’s 
bdton in the soldier’s knapsack, and the 
carriére ouverte aux talents. How has 
that worked out in real life? I have 
not a word to say against the officers of 
our Army. I believe that they have 
splendid qualities, and I believe that, 
although more rigid professional attain- 


/ments must now be enacted, they will be 
| ready to come up to all that is demanded 


age of eighteen you take him before he is | 
settled in life, you take him before he has | 
committed himself in habit, you take him | 
when he is in a plastic condition of mind ; | 


whereas, if you try to get men of twenty- 
one or twenty-two, the majority of those 
who will join will be men who have for 
some reason, perhaps not very creditable 


‘sioned rank of the Army. 


from them. The right hon. Gentleman 
told us, I think, that he has appointed a 
Committee to inquire into the question 
of entries of commissioned officers into 
the Army, and there is a great tendency 
among those Army reformers of whom I 
have spoken to make public schools the 
main avenue of access to the commis- 


Well, I 
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should have more confidence in making 
this the main avenue for the Army if I 
had more reason to admire the character 
of the training and instruction they give 
to theordinary youth of the country who 
pass under their hands. I am no devotee 
of English public schools. [‘‘ Oh, oh.”’] 
That is the result of my observations when 
I look at the enormous funds they have at 
their disposal, the splendid material they 
have to deal with, the cost to all con- 
cerned, and the disproportionately small 
result following. In any case let me 
point out this—that it would be narrow- 
ing further the already narrow channel, 
confining commissions in the Army more 
and more to the well-to-do classes. Why 
should not this noble and honourable 
career be open in some proportion to all 
who serve in the Army? I know the 
difficulties. There are difficulties of age. 
difficulties of money, difficulties of ex- 
pensive living, and difticulties, perhaps. 
of social prejudices. But, Sir, difficulties 
are made to be encountered and overcome, 
and not that we should sit down before 
them with a sigh. I wish the House to 
endeavour to realise what an improving 
leaven it would be in the ranks of the 
Army if among those who entered from 
other and less ambitious motives there 
were the same objects, the same hopes 
and expectations of finding an oppor- 
tunity of rising to the highest distinction 
in the service of their country. Thus, 
and thus alone, will you bring all classes, 
and the best of all classes, into the ranks 
of the Army, and thus only, so far as it 
can be realised, will you nationalise and 
popularise the military service. I have 
merely sought to indicate some directions 
in which I believe the supply of recruits 
can be facilitated and improved. They 
are humble—it may be they will be 
gradual—but I believe these methods 
will be effective. 

I must apologise to the House for 
having detained it such an _ uncon- 
scionable length of time, but the sub- 
ject is one of detail, and this is abso- 
lutely unavoidable. In every judicious 
and reasonable step which the Govern- 
ment may take to better the training of 
officers and men, to diminish the ex- 
penses of officers’ living, or for the im- 
provement of the health and conditions 
of service of the soldier, I will support the 
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insisting upon the greater efficiency in 
our home force, on which we must mainly 
depend for the defence of these shores, 
even if that insistence involves, as 
possibly it might involve, a considerable 
reduction in numbers. But I have 
thought it necessary to make this state- 
ment of my views ; and what I complain 
of in the main proposals of the Govern- 
ment is that they are pretentious without 
being effective ; having an increment of 
military charges already enormous, they 
profess to give us something which is not 
suited to our peculiar circumstances, and 
show a desire and tendency to depart 
from that policy of peace and amity on 
which the strength of this Empire and 
the prosperity of our people depend, I 
beg to move the Amendment standing 
in my name. 


Amendment proposed— 

‘** To leave out from the word * That’ to the 
end of the Question, in order to add the 
words, ‘This House, while desirous of sup- 
porting measures for improving the efficiency 
of the Army and securing Imperial detence, is 
of opinion that the proposals of His Majesty’s 
Government are in many respects not adapted 
to the special wants of the Empire, and largely 
increase the burdens of the nation without 
adding substantially to its military strength.’ ” 
—(Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman. ) 


Question proposed, ‘*That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
(Juestion. ” 


SECRETARY — For 
IRELAND (Mr. Wynpbuam, Dover): 
The right hon, Gentleman, who has 
just concluded an interesting speech, 
began it by expressing with emphasis 
and some solemnity the hope that 
no one who voted for the resolution 
of my right hon. friend would 
consider himself committed to any- 
thing in particular. The right hon. 
Gentleman will not mind my saying that 
we sometimes believe that to be one of 
the guiding principles of his political 
philosophy. At any rate he has done 
justice to that principle ; and | waited 
for his speech with eager anticipation, 
because the Amendment which stands 
in his name certainly does not commit 
anybody to anything. It is merely an 


THe CHIEF 


| argumentative negative; and because 


of that it is a party Amendment ; and, 


Government. I will support them in| it being a party Amendment, the right 


Str H. Campbell-Bannerman. 
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hon. Gentleman began his speech, though | 
[ admit he did not conclude it, by some- | 
thing of a partisan attack on my colleague | 
on this side of the House and by references | 
to the General Election which did not | 
fit very neatly into other remarks he 
had to make. After that he dropped | 
into reminiscence and reminded us of 
glories won in Army reform by the 
Liberal party thirty years ago, and he 
praised what he called the Cardwell 
system. AndsodoI praise it. But why, 
if that is the case, does he draw an 
Amendment in terms so vague as to 
solicit the support of those who would, 
if they could, wreck the Cardwell system, 
of those who think the Army just 
right. of those who think it is too small 
as well as those who think it is far too 
big? At the end of his speech the 
Leader of the Opposition declared that 
he was desirous of supporting any 
measures to improve the efficiency of | 
the Army and, though he scarcely 
touched on it in his speech, to secure 
Imperial defence. He yearns to see 
this thing done. but he doubts. in the 
terms of his Amendment. if we have 
found the right way of doing it. I do 
not deny that there is need of circum- 
spection on such an occasion as this. I) 
consider it is a momentous occasion. 
Well, objections can be urged to any | 
points of detail in any scheme for such 
an important object as securing Im- 
perial defence, and it is easy to urge 
objections on points of nomenclature. 

The right hon. Gentleman devoted a 
considerable portion of his speech to 
the date at which he thinks the title 
“Imperial” should be applied to a 
Yeomanry force, whether it should be 
now or whether it should wait until 
some co-operation between them and 
similar troops in our colonies could be 
effected. It may also be fairly said that | 
much of the right hon. Gentleman's | 
criticism on the six army corps were | 
objections on points of nomenclature. 
Supposing my right hon friend had 
said, instead of army corps, six great mili- 
tary commands of trained and organised 
troops, then some twenty minutes | 
of the remarks of the Leader of the | 
Opposition would have been totally | 
irrelevant. How much of substance was | 
there in his argument when in that part 
of his speech directed against army 
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corps he asked us to give, if we could, 
any reason for having three army corps 
prepared to take part in expeditions ? 
He went on to point out that he had 
himself been Secretary for War and was 
responsible for a scheme by which he 
claimed to have two army corps ready 
to take part in foreign expeditions. So, 
then, the difference between us is one 
army corps in three. During the years 
the right hon. Gentleman was Secretary 
for War he claimed to be in a position 
to put three army corps in the field for 
home defence. I am bound to say that 
by comparison with his scheme these 
are objections on points of detail. When 
the right hon. Gentleman asks us to 
discover a reason for three army corps 
instead of two for foreign expeditions. 
our reason is that a demand for a force 
even greater than that has been made 
upon us. He says, ‘Oh, but that in 
all probability will never happen again.” 
Well, that isa Peter Simple sort of policy : 
put your head in the hole which a 
bullet has made, for the chances are 
against another shot coming in the 
same place the next time. 

The right hon. Gentleman in his speech 
this afternoon said, and I quite agree with 
him, that “an ounce of fact is worth 
a pound of theory,” and we have had 
a good many ounces of fact in South 
Africa. The facts have made such an 
impression upon this nation that I 
doubt if the country will accept the 
theory of the right hon. Gentleman, 
or of anyone who tries to persuade us 
that it is wise to make no greater prepara- 
tion in the future than we thought it 
prudent to make in the past. The 
right hon. Gentleman referred to the 
General Election. At that General Elec- 
tion the nation laid a charge—not upon 
the Government, for the Government 
did not exist at that time—[Oh, oh, and 
laughter|—well, it was in a state of 
suspended animation—the nation laid 
a charge, not on the Government, but 
on the great majority of the Members of 


this House, and on many Members who: 


sit on the Opposition Benches, that 
some definite action should be taken 
when this House came together, in 
order to secure that the deficiencies of 
the Army should be made good, and in 
order to secure Imperial defence. Then 
the Government of the day of necessity 
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came on the scene, and laid down the 
broad lines on which, in their opinion, 
such action ought to be taken. 
But the Opposition comes forward and 
says that those lines are not adapted to 
the special wants of the Empire. I call 
that a very serious situation, because 
[ can hardly believe that this Amendment 
is moved solely in a party spirit, and the 
greater portion of the right hon. Gentle- 
man's speech shows that it was not so. 
You find yourself in a serious situation 
when the Government of the day, which 
is endeavouring to carry out the injunc- 
tion of the nation at large, is told by the 
Opposition that the lines on which it pro- 
poses to proceed are entirely at fault. 
Well, are they ? The right hon. Gentle- 
man gave us a hackneyed phrase—that 
“policy governs armaments.” The South 
African War has created no new wants 
in the Empire; it has merely revealed 
the extent of some of the old ones ; it has 
merely shown at the same time defects, 
as I think, rather than faults, in our 


existing preparations, shortcomings 
rather than errors. 

What are those wants? I should 
like for one moment to ask the 


House to consider the magnitude of 
one want of the Empire which we 
too often ignore, or dismiss too lightly, 
and incidentally I can answer a question 
of the right hon. Gentleman. 
of the Empire—of course the first is the 
Navy ; I may pass over that. We need 
the Navy to protect our shores and for 
the far more important purpose of pro- 
tecting the great band of trade which 
comes to and leaves this country ; for 
that Navy we need coaling stations and 
defended docks. For those coaling sta- 
tions we need now, and we needed before, 
nineteen white battalions—that is on the 
joint recommendation of the Naval and 
Military Committee, and nobody can 
propose to reduce it. In India we 
need fifty-two white infantry battalions ; 
we have a land frontier there, and nobody 
suggests that you can make a reduction 
there. In Egypt there were three—that 
is an old want of the Empire ; the right 
hon. Gentleman’s predecessors went there, 
and we are responsible for the addition 
of one battalion to go on with their good 
work. for we have felt that there should 
be one battalion in Khartum. After 
Egypt I come to South Africa, where now 


Mr. Wyndham. 
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we require twelve battalions. There 
were two there before, but that counted 
as for a coaling station. That is not a 
new want for the Empire. We have been 
the sole great European Power responsible 
in those areas ever since 1814; and ] 
think it is fair to say that the predecessors 
of the right hon. Gentleman accentuated 
this want of the Empire, from a purely 
military point of view, when they created 
a land frontier in South Africa. They 
accentuated it, too, when they entered 
into a treaty with Portugal which al- 
lowed Portugal to import arms and 
munitions of war within the land frontier 


Organisation. 


,which they had created, and which 


bereft us of any right to say no. None of 
those are new wants ; and, if you add up 
the garrisons which must always be 


|abroad, the number is eighty-five white 


The wants | 


‘our images from commerce. 


battalions. I would ask all those who 
wish to attack the Government from one 
point of view or the other to bear in mind 
that that is a perpetual and peculiar 
burden placed on us, these eighty-five 
white infantry battalions, and, of course, 
in any case cavalry and artillery in proper 
proportions. If we demur to that, then 
it must be because we hold it extravagant 
to meet our obligations, and not ex- 
travagant to contract them. When the 
right hon. Gentleman tells us that policy 
governs armaments, he is right ; but 
there is one policy which this House 
and this nation will not abandon, and 
that is the policy of letting all our 
colonies know that even we went 
to the assistance of South Africa, 
we would, if need be, go to the assistance 
of Australia, Canada, or India. We are 
a commercial people, and we often borrow 
We talk 
of the credit of the Empire ; but if you 
are not prepared for even such exigen- 
cies as I have hinted, then | suppose it 
is right to inflate your credit, but not 
right to say that you maintain it by 
holding securities which in the first 
place are adequate, but which in the 
second place can be rapidly realised. 
And it is in order that we should have 
assets in the shape of military defence 
which are adequate to sustain the credit 
of Empire, and which can be realised 
in time to save that credit when there 1s 
a run on the bank anywhere, that my 
right hon. friend has come forward 
with this scheme. 


as 


so 
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I felt bound to insist on _ that | 
old feature in the existing wants 


of the Empire, the necessity of keeping 
these garrisons. But another question 
arises on which the Leader of the Oppo- 
sition touched. What is the best way 
to sustain these eighty-five battalions 
which must in any case be there? I 
know some people believe that there is 
a miasma at the War Office, and that 
all who enter it, politicians, civil servants, 
and soldiers, whether regimental or 
staff officers, are inspired by it in some 
kind of way, although they have no 
ground for believing it. But we ought 
to weigh the continuous coincidence of 
opinion which has prevailed amongst all 
who have entered that place. Rightly 
or wrongly, they have held for thirty 
years that it is a mistake to have a 
separate army for India and for these 
other garrisons ; and the present Com- 
mander-in-Chief himself, who has served 
in a separate army, the Indian Army, 
told me only the other day that he 
thought it would be a great mistake 
to revive any such system. Then, 
again, everyone there has held, and now 
holds, that it is not wise to keep men 
for more than from five to seven, or at 
any rate eight years at the outside, in a 
tropical climate. Iam convinced of that, 
and we need not labour the point. The 
right hon. Baronet the Member for the 
Forest of Dean does not, I believe, advo- 
cate a separate army for India, but he 
does advocate a great variety in the 
terms of enlistment. Well, so does the 
Government ; and efforts are being made 
to introduce that variety as rapidly as 
it can be done. Then it is held, in the 
third place, that the best place to train 
the boys, if you like, or the young men 
who are to go to this foreign army, 
is to train them in a battalion at home. 
It is held that that is the only way in 
which you can train regimental officers 
at home, that it is the only way in which 
you can preserve the traditions of our 
historic regiments, and that it is the 
only way in which you can create re- 
serves, 
is what is called the linked battalion 
system—that is to say, that you must 
have a sister battalion in this country 
for every battalion abroad. I feel bound 
to ask some hon. Members to consider 
what the consequence of that is. It 
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means that you must have eighty-five 
white regiments abroad, and that unless 
you can invent some improvement you 
must have eighty-five white battalions 
at home. Complaints are made of the 
growth of Estimates, but take the date 
into account when they began to grow, 
in 1897; we had then a shortage of 
battalions, and we sent the Guards to 
Gibraltar, and were unable to make the 
home battalions what they should he, 
good training schools for our young 
soldiers. Now my right hon. friend 
comes forward with a plan by which 
all that will be eased. The Leader of the 
Opposition has criticised the formation 
of these garrison battalions, but surely 
it is no treason to the system of which 
he is so fond to give a modicum of future 
prospects to certain men who wish to 
make the Army,their profession, and 
at the same time to relieve us from 
what would be a very great burden— 
namely, the addition of some sixteen 
battalions to the regiments of the Line. 
I cannot understand how the right hon. 
Gentleman can convey, as .he did, that 
this is a wild scheme for augmenting 
the Regular Army. There is an addition 
of eight garrison battalions, but on the 
other hand there is a reduction of three 
battalions which this House voted last 
year. [An Hon. Memser: Four.] It 
comes to three ; there was one of Irish 
Guards instead of two, and there is a 
reduction of two other battalions. I 
think that the right hon. Baronet will 
find that I am correct. 


Organisation. 


*Str CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I did not con- 
tradict. I said—‘‘ and minus the Militia 
Reserve.” 


Mr. WYNDHAM: That makes a net 
addition of five battalions. The first 
question which I think one should con- 
sider is whether, under the circumstances 
that you have to keep this army abroad, 
and that the best way to maintain it 
abroad is to have a duplicate army at 
home, we ought to reverse the existing 
system on the ground of error. It had 
merits ; it had the merit of training the 
regimental officer, it had the merit of 
creating a Reserve; and both those 


/merits have been tested up to the hilt 


_ during the present war. 


There is not a 
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foreign critic who has not said that our 
regimental officers have given a splendid 
account of themselves; and as for the 
Reserves, it is almost impossible to speak 
of them in terms of too high praise. An 
officer who was back from the war 
wounded told me that he had examined 
the slope at Pieter’s Hill, where there 
was a sanguinary engagement, and he 
counted, close to the Boer trenches, the 
bodies of thirty-six men, all of whom were 
Reservists, who had gone up that slope 
under a terrible fire. Training was the 
object of this system—that you should 
train, in an elementary way if you please, 
but that you should properly train the 
youths who were after two years to go 
into the Army abroad, and properly train 
the regimental officer. Therefore, up 
to the limit aimed at, I hold that the 
existing system was not in error, and that 
it would be most unwise to reverse it and 
go in for some new experiment in the 
direction of a separate army. But I 
admit that beyond that limit—and here 
[ part company from the right hon. Gen- 
tleman—it was defective ; and therefore 
[I hold, and he does not, that it ought to 
be developed. It was defective mainly 
in these respects—that we had a great 
many boys in the home battalions when 
we mobilised for war, and in many bat- 
talions as many as 600 Reservists were 
drafted. But the real vice which arose 
trom that state of facts was that you 
could not give the home battalions in times 
of peace a proper progressive training. 
When so large a proportion of each bat- 
talion was learning the goose step it was 
not possible to begin company instruc- 
tion, to advance to battalion instruction, 
and finally to brigade instruction. But 
those defects account tor a great part 
of the steady growth of the Estimates 
during the last three years. Units have 
been increased and numbers have been 
added to each battalion in order that you 
might better be able to train it during 
times of peace, so that the raw recruit 
might not compose so large a part of each 
battalion. The second chief defect in the 
existing system was that it gave no train- 
ing whatever to our general officers and 
their staff in time of peace at home, with 
the small exception of such training as 
could be obtained at Aldershot. But that 
again accounts for some part of the 
steady growth of the Estimates. It was 


Mr. Wyndham 
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to remedy that that large sums were 
voted by this House to make the camps 
larger at Aldershot and the Curragh, and 
it was for that we bought Salisbury Plain. 
And the third great defect, I believe 
in our present system is that it fails to 
elicit and to organise the latent military 
resources in our Auxiliary troops, and also 
in the civil population. It is not a 
popular opinion—but I am bound to give 
it to the House—that these two last 
defects—the failure to give training to 
the generals and their staff, and facilities 
for the practice of their profession, and 
also the failure to organise the Auxiliary 
forces in this country—are by far the 
graver and demand more instant remedy 
than the first. It is more important to 
get the design of your house right than 
to be sure that vou have as much as you 
want of a particular material, and all the 
more if you have a choice of materials. 

What, then. is the design of this scheme? 
The design is that we should have six 
army corps in this country. If you do 
not make such a change our case is that 
you will not make good those defects, that 
without some such change you cannot 
train your generals and your staff, and 
that without some such change you 
cannot perfect and organise the Auxiliary 
forces. Our scheme is that instead of 
one War Office which tries to do every- 
thing and therefore fails, and sixteen 
military districts which are left with little 
enough to do, you should divide the 
United Kingdom into six great commands, 
each sufficiently large to embrace the 
raw military material which could be 
progressively trained and turned into an 
army corps, and to provide each of those 
districts with generals, staff, transport, 
andequipment. Thatisthe scheme. Upon 
that we invite the judgment of the House. 
Under such a scheme the troops in each 
command would as far as possible be 
exercised together in peace in their bri- 
gades, in their divisions, and ultimately 
as an army corps; and in those units 
and formations to which they would 
belong in time of war. That embodies 
a policy to be adopted at once as far 
as present conditions, and above all as 
the state of our barracks, will permit; 
but to be kept steadily in view in 
all future plans submitted to this House. 


The Leader of the Opposition asks how 


much we should have to spend upon 
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barracks. Doubtless my right hon. 
friend will be able to give him a reply, 
but the Leader of the Opposition knows 
that there are barracks in this country 
now 100 years old which have to be 
propped up. If anybody doubts my 
statement let him go and see the cavalry 
barracks at Windsor. In any case you 


must put a decent roof over the 
heads of the men. In any case you 
will have to pay a big barrack bill. 


Will you build those barracks in the 
right place, or will you build them in 
the wrong place? How can you find 
the right places? Is it easier to do so 
by centralising everything at the War 
Office? Is it not easier to do it by 
getting six or seven of your best officers 
to attend to this great administrative 
question ? I suppose that anybody who 
has read anything of the war or talked 
to any soldiers who have come back 
from the war could give the names of 
some six or seven generals who have 
proved themselves to be men of excep- 
tional ability—in administrative work as 
well as in their capacity as leaders of 
troops ; and there are some scores of 
staff officers. If we reject this scheme 
in its main outlines, what are we going 
to do with these generals and_ these 
staff officers? [Ironical cheers.| I 
understand that ironical cheer. It 
does not in the least daunt me. Is it a 
wise economy to waste all the experience 
which these six or seven officers and 
these score or so of staff officers have 
gained? Is it your plan? I rather 
gathered it was the plan of the Leader 
of the Opposition, because he said he 
wanted other qualities in a general at 
home from those which were useful in 
a command abroad. He wanted a cer- 
tain amount of social tact and “ go.” 
Is it your policy to send them back to 
give dinners at fashionable watering 
places and to present prizes at agricul- 
tural shows? Is it your policy that 
these staff officers who have learnt 
something of their trade should appear 
as brigade-majors over blank brigades 


in the Army List, as so many did before | 


If you refuse this scheme, or 
some scheme which will utilise the 
abilities and the experience of 
generals now that we have got a few 
—{laughter from the Opposition|—you 
will be passing a kind of Cockerton 


the war ? 
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judgment against higher training in the 
Army. We want more higher training, 
and you cannot have higher training 
unless you allow men opportunities for 
practice in the higher branches of their 
profession. You hear a great deal of 
the lessons of the war. From many of 
them I dissent. But there is one lesson 
which I think we might take to heart, 
and that is that generals working with 
the same staff were able to work up some 
of our Regular troops, some Imperial 
Yeomen, some Volunteers, and some 
colonial contingents, into homogeneous, 
organic brigades and divisions. They 
could not do it the moment these troops 
arrived on the shores of South Africa. 
It was a Canadian who had _ himself 
fought there who informed me _ that 
“We” (the Canadians) “were quite 
green and not worth a rush when we 
landed, and it was only because so-and- 
so ’’—and he named a general, of course 
assisted by his staff— took us in hand 
for six weeks or two months that we 
became a useful integral part of the 
division to which we were joined.” 
Does not that encourage us to suppose 
that similar methods would enable us 
to elicit the latent military qualities in 
our own Volunteers and Militiamen and 
Yeomen at home? I think the right 
hon. Gentleman wishes to know why 
there would be six army corps, why 
were not three enough ; and he went on 
to say that if three go there will be no 
one in their place. That is why we hold 
there should be six. 


Organisation, 
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Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
What I said was that if three of the six 
go there will not be six left. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am obliged to 
the right hon. Gentleman for his infor- 
mation. When they are abroad they 
are no longer here. It is a good illustra- 
tion of his non-committal attitude to- 
wards those proposals. What was the 
second lesson of the war? My memory 
is not so short as that of the right hon. 
Gentleman. When last year we sent, 
not 120,000 but 150,000 men out of 
this country, there was a demand made 
that their places should be taken by 
an organised force of battalions to the 
‘same number. That was not a clap- 
‘trap cry made by irresponsible persons. 
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We heara ft once when a sensational 
exhortation was addressed to another 
place by a statesman who was once 
Prime Minister of this country ; and we 
heard the same demand made in a calm, 
temperate, and closely-reasoned speech 
by the right hon. Baronet who sits for 
Northumberland in this House. His 
criticism was that our emergency plan 
was hasty last year, and expensive. So 
it was. So must every emergency plan 
be unless you will adopt some such 
scheme as that which my right hon. 
friend proposes—unless you do some of 
the work before the day of destiny comes. 
That scheme was a makeshift scheme ; 
but it proved disappointing to those 
who took part in it, because you had to 


Army 


issue from the War Office uniform and | 


therefore arbitrary, Procrustean, and 
embarrassing rules and conditions to the 
whole of your Auxiliary forces. Now 
you will never remedy that unless you 
so farm out the different Auxiliary 
forces to some of those generals 
whose duty it will be to study 
to know the various needs of 
the different forces in different towns 
and in different parts of the country. 
And that scheme cost six millions. Six 
millions of money were spent last year on 
this hurried, hasty makeshift, and would 
be spent again, whenever the same con- 
ditions arose, at the instance in all pro- 
bability of any Gentleman who happened 
to occupy the Front Opposition Bench, 
and, indeed, at the instance of the great 
majority in this House. My right hon. 
friend in the Estimates he has laid before 
us asks for £400,000 for Militia, £300,000 
for Yeomanry, and £150,000 for Volun- 
teers—£850,000 in all. It is not a very 
large demand, if we are to elicit—and 
I believe under his plan we can elicit— 
some of the latent military capabilities 
which reside in our Auxiliary forces. 
There was an attack on the name 
‘‘ army corps ” and on the thing itself. It 
was said that an army corps is not suited 
to our peculiar needs. Suppose we drop 
the name for a minute. It is a con- 
venient name for so large a command as 
we have in our eye, for administrative 
reasons. I have stated that each of 
these commands should be, in our opinion, 
sufficiently large to give scope to the 
administrative ability of the officer who 
is to be at the head of it. But let me 


Mr. Wyndham. 
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assume for one moment that the right 
hon. Gentleman is right in his argument, 
and that we ought to organise the whole 
of the Home Army in divisions, who is to 
see that these divisions are properly 
trained? The general of the division 
himself ? Who is to see that the peculiar 
needs of the various auxiliaries are con- 
sidered ; that facilities for training 
grounds and ranges are obtained? Is 
that to be done, as now, by the War 
Office promulgating its edicts, or is it to 
be done by the sixteen generals! | 
submit with some confidence to the 
House that the six best men we ean find 
who exhibit a combination of administra- 
tive ability and of the capacity for leading 
troops, and who are retained, as in war, 
on probation, will do the job a great deal 
better than sixteen or twenty generals, 
and a great deal better than the War 
Office. I do not think I shall hurt the 
feelings of our soldiers it I say that almost 
all our generals and their staffs had 
learned before this war was learnt in 
India, especially at Rawal Pindi, or in 
Egypt with the army raised by Sir 
Evelyn Wood and perfected by Lord 
Kitchener, because there there was a 
man commanding something like that 
number of troops and attending to the 
administrative concerns of such a body 
as well as to their mere training in 
military science. Both Lord Roberts 
and Lord Kitchener set great store by 
their transport policy, and we are bound 
to take their opinion on this matter. 
Two kinds of transport have been tried. 
One was tried by Lord Kitchener up the 
Nile, and was a brilliant success. Another 
was tried in the earlier part of the war, 
and was supplanted by the method of 
transport in which Lord Kitchener and 
Lord Roberts believed—that is, that the 
Army commander should be in command 
of the whole of the transport, and be able 
to wield it where he pleases. What 
practice will any general have in this, 
which is a most important virtue in the 
conduct of any war, unless you are to 
train at least some six generals in com- 
manding from an administrative point 
of view the troops placed under their 
supervision ? Taking that point, that 
the transport should be put under the 
Army leader, I should like to say a word 
with reference to a very able letter which 
appears in The Times this morning. I 
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have a great respect for Colonel Lonsdale 
Hale. He taught me and showed me 
how to learn anything I know about 
military matters many years ago. But 
J think some fallacy underlies his com- 
parison between ourselves and Germany. 
He stated that— 

““when the Germans come to fight they 
will fight with a large army, of which the 
army corps will be the smaller fraction. They 
practise their army corps leaders, but they do 
not practise their army leaders. You, who 
will fight with the army corps ought, there- 
fore, to have practised generals for divisions, 
but not for army corps.” 


Army 


If we are to accept that argument we 
shall have no Army leaders at all. We 
shall have no man in this country who 
has been trained to attend to the wants 
—to provide the food and the transport 
for any body of men in excess of some 
10,000. I think that will be a very fatal 
policy, and that, whether we stick to the 
name army corps or not—I like it and 
think it convenient—it is wiser to put a 
body of that size under one man, and 
make him responsible not only for their 
military capacity, but also for all that 
affects their welfare in the field. I am 
quite sure the remaining items in the 
Budget which my right hon. friend has 
presented—£100,000 for the Army | 
Medical Service, £100,000 for the regis- 
tration of horses, and £200,000 for cloth- 
ing—will be more economically spent if we 
adopt this system than if we reject it and 
retain only the War Office, or reject it 
and have only a number of separate 
divisional leaders. 

[ have incidentally named nearly 
the whole of the sums my _ right 
hon. friend has asked for in_ his 
Estimate. There remains a sum _ of 
£60,000 to complete the total amount 


of the Estimate, and that is the price of 


these generals and their staffs, which 
excited some derision a few moments, 
ago. If any part of what I have said 
carries conviction, surely they are cheap 
at that price. I am surprised that any 
objection to that sum of £60,000 should 
be taken by those who tell us that the 
Army ought to be a profession. You 
cannot have a profession unless there are 
some prizes at the head for men of 
exceptional ability. If I am not detain- 
ing the House at too great length I wish 
to explain this scheme, and also to 
show that what is called the steady 
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growth of the Army Estimates is not 
such an inexplicable and wicked trans- 
action after all. The argument 
“Well, we may give you close on 
£2,000,000 for this scheme; but look at 
the size of the Army Estimates, nearly 
£30,000,000.” If we deduct that sum 
we ought also in fairness to deduct 
the sum of £2,300,000, which is 
a temporary expense in order that we 
instead of 


oo 


may have modern guns 
obsolete guns. I do not suppose any 


economist would go so far as to say we 
should continue to arm our fortresses with 
muzzle-loaders. That brings it down 
to a little over £25,000,000, and the 
recent increases which brought it up to 
that sum have nothing to do with an 
extravagant policy. The increase in 
the Estimates depends on the fact 
that we have tried to make our home 
battalions proper training schools for 
the young soldiers who are afterwards 
to go to India. In any case you must 
have eighty-five ripe battalions abroad. 
It is certain you cannot feed them and 
sustain them without having an almost 
similar number of men ; and we believe 
you ought to have a similar number of 
battalions at home. All the rest of the 
expense which accounts for the steady 
growth of the Estimates followed trom 
the fact that you have given these men 
decent housing, decent clothing, decent 
messing, and that in your opinion they 
ought to have adequate arming and 
adequate training. Comparisons are 
made with the cost of foreign armies, but 
they are very fallacious. My eyes were 
opened by the speech made by the 
French War Minister, M. de Freycinet, 
in 1898. He came to the French 
Chamber and asked for a special credit 
of £2,652,000 for guns. We should 
have voted it on the Estimates. But 
that was a Supplementary Estimate in 
addition to sums unstated which had 
been realised by the sale of Government 
property, which had been expected to 
cover thewhole cost of what was obviously 
an enormous transaction. That never 
appeared in any French Budget. No- 
body knows how much money had been 
realised by the sale of Government 
property before it was necessary to vote 
nearly £3,000,000 as an _ additional 
estimate for that purpose. The other 
day I was myself in France, and visited 
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a French town which was rating itself 
in order to build barracks for a colonial 
battalion. That, again, never appears 
upon the French Army Estimates. But 
there is very little analogy between 
our Army and the French Army. Per- 
haps the closest analogy that can be 
drawn is between our Army and the 
American Army. Before the war the 
British soldier cost £111 and the Ameri- 
can soldier cost £287. [AN Hon. MEMBER : 
Including pensions.] That was before 
America had any foreign stations at all. 
I always listen with interest to those 
who urge that we ought to raise the 
pay of the soldier, but I think they 
should reflect on this point. In meal or 
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in malt the British soldier has now got , 


the equivalent. I believe, of 30s. a week. 


That being so, can you afford to make | 


him compete also against the ordinary 
It is not what you give to 
the man himself. It is what you give 
to the man which will influence his 
relations to let him go. Men are kept 
out of the Army by 
them to remit money every week. 

I have only touched some of these 


wage-earner ¢ 


aspects, and | know that there are 
many Members who wish to take 
part in the debate; but I wish to 


say earnestly to the House that the 
country will be crushed by taxation if 
we do not turn to the best account 
the youth who enlist voluntarily to 
sustain and renew our Army abroad. 
We must train them before they take 
part in that service; we must retain 
them in the Reserve on their return. 
This policy of my right hon. friend is an 
organic development of Lord Cardwell’s 
system. I am not ashamed to say so. 
Lord Cardwell’s system made the best 


those who wish , 


of the recruits at home and of the regi- | 


mental officer ; now we wish to go a 
little further and to make the best of the 
wholeof the Regulars and Auxiliaries at 
home and give them a higher in addition 
to their regimental education. Since this 
is an organic development of that policy 
of Lord Cardwell, in which the Leader of 
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jured by the Amendment of the regular 
Opposition, but I am well aware that the 
scheme of my right hon. friend is exposed 
to the fire of two traditional schools. My 
hon. friend the Member for Oldham has 
made himself the champion of one of these 
schools. Their motto is, “ Trust to luck 
and the Navy. Trust to the Fleet not 
only to defend our shores and our com- 
merce, but trust to the Fleet to keep the 
seas during the six, nine, twelve months 
which would be required whilst you enlist 
troops, discover generals, improvise 
staffs, manufacture equipment, and run 
up huts for a large defensive or expedi- 


tionary force.” [An Hon. Member: 
No.] The nation will never sanction 
such happy-go-lucky _ self-indulgence. 


There is another school whose battle ery 
is, ““Where are the men?” and who 
point in particular to what are called the 
boy battalions. That school is made up 
of two classes. It is made up of veterans, 
whom we honour, but who still hanker 
after the Army which broke down in the 
Crimea, and which involved the collapse 
of the Indian Army with its fall. It is 
also made up of young, earnest, and 
patriotic students who have perhaps 
studied the armies abroad and who desire, 
in addition to our Army abroad on a 
perpetual foreign expedition, requiring 
110,000 or 120,000 men, with its neces- 
sary feeders at home, a home army which 
shall not as now consist largely of young 
men in the first years of their training, 
which shall not as now rely largely on the 
Reserve and to a lesser degree on the 
Auxiliary forces, but which shall be at 
all times and at a moment's notice a self- 
contained force of mature men in the 
prime of life, withdrawn from the present 
emoluments and future expectations of 
civilian life. I understand the first 
school, but I do not agree with it; I 
should perhaps agree with the second 
school if I could understand it ; but no 


;one has even in outline indicated the 


method by which such a home army 


‘eould be enlisted and maintained part 


the Opposition takes so much pride, || 


think that it is left untouched and un- 


harmed by the terms of his Amendment. | 


That Amendment presents no alterna- 


tive ; it represents no tradition, not even | 


the traditions of which both he and | 
are supporters. 


Mr. Wyndham. 


j 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


) 


| home. 


passu with the maintenance of an army 
abroad and the creation of a reserve at 
We are fired at from both flanks. 
But there are compensations. The range 
of the first school is too short, and the 
weapon, I submit, is too antiquated. 
The blunderbuss of the hon. Member 


[ think we are unin-|for Oldham will, no doubt," give a 
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sensational report ; his missiles will fall | 
short ; they will not carry far enough | 
to hit anyone, and they will not hit us, | 
still less the opposite school ; they will 
only plough up the foreground and kick 
up a little dust. So much for the peace 
and plenty reform of mere economy. 
Now I turn to the military magicians 
who will not explain the incantations , 
by which they hope to evoke legions out 
ot the ranks of the commercial classes. 
Their range is too far ; their high velocity 
shells go over our heads and merely 
pulverise the hon. Member for Oldham. , 
Meanwhile we are in the middle of all 
this, and we are constantly enduring the 
paper pellets of the regular Opposition’s 
argumentative negative. We submit 
this scheme to the House, claiming on 
the part of my right hon. friend that it 
is a courageous, an honest, and an in- 
genious attempt to fulfil the solemn and 
peremptory injunction which was laid 
on this House by the melancholy ex- 
perience of the present war and by the 
constitutional expression of the people’s 
will. 


*Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
E.): The right hon. Gentleman must | 
have been selected to follow the Leader 
ot the Opposition for the reason given by 
the Secretary of State for War in a speech 
he made in March last when he said that | 
the right hon. Gentleman, now Chief 
Secretary for Ireland, had on that ocea- 
sion so debauched this House by his 
gracetul oratory and the elegance of his 
dialectic that he had entirely clouded 
the points then at issue. The success 
which the Chief Secretary attained a 
vear ago has been no less marked at the 
present time. There is no doubt that 
the exceedingly eloquent speech we have 
just heard has clouded the issues we are 
here to discuss. He presented the House | 
with a certain number of ingenious 
arguments which are very difficult to 
follow. but he has not touched, in his 
remarks, on many of the points at issue. 
He has told us, in effect, that this scheme | 
has been provided for the consideration 
of the House and the country in order 
that some offices might be found for 
gentlemen who have distinguished them- | 
selves in South Africa. If that were true, 
or intended to be believed, I am quite 
sure that no one on either of these benches 
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would support it. But, further, he has 
declared that this scheme has been pro- 
duced by the Secretary of State for War 
with courage and ingenuity. | must say 
that the Secretary of State for War 
deserves every credit for the courage 
with which he has put the scheme before 
the House, because it is not to be for- 
gotten that he has been a member of 
successive Governments and has offered 
to the House successive schemes. On a 
former occasion he told the House that 
if they only provided a sufficient amount 
of initial expenditure in the annual esti- 
mates it would minimise subsequent war 
expenditure. Now what happened in 
this particular case? The Secretary of 
State presented to the House a larger 
War Office Budget than had ever been 
presented before, £30,000,000; and 
he does that at a time when his 
colleague, the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, has to come down and seek for 
a loan of £150,000,000 for war expendi- 


ture—a demand unparalleled in the 


military history of the country. But 
not only that. At various times in his 
career the Secretary of State for War 
has informed the House that there was a 
necessity to reduce the artillery ; he now 
tells us that it is necessary to increase the 
artillery. Again, the right hon. Gentle- 
man said that there was no need to in- 
quire into the conduct of the army hos- 
pitals ; he now says that it is absolutely 
necessary to reform the Royal Army 
Medical Corps. Then he on one occasion 
told us that the whole of the War Office 
system was abominably bad, and he gave 
several instances of that, but I could 
give him half a dozen equally as bad at 
present as those the right hon. Gentle- 
man quoted. Finally, he comes down to 
us and tells us that the whole preliminary 
education of officers must be carefully 
examined in detail by educational ex- 
perts. It must be remembered that this 
is the sixth scheme of Army reform 
presented to the House in forty years, 
but in my judgment the result of this 
scheme is not to bring confidence, but to 
inspire mistrust. The House is in- 


-eredulous of the officials, and the Army 


distrustful of the officers who will ad- 
minister the scheme. 

Very little was said by the right 
hon. Gentleman of the details of the 
scheme. It is very easy to see that 


3H 2 
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it is founded, first of all, upon two'! 


great principles. One is the continu- 
ance of voluntary enlistment, and the 
other to increase the relative importance 
of the Auxiliary forces. We are trustees 
in this matter for the safety of the State 
and the Empire, and the right hon. 
Gentleman has told the House that if 
voluntary enlistment failed, and he was re- 
sponsible, he would fall back on some sort 
of conscription. Iam one of the very few 
Members on this side of the House who 
entirely agree with him in that respect. 
If it is not possible in the future to get a 
sufficient number of troops to defend 
this country and its outside possessions 
adequately, and the Secretary for War 
declares that the voluntary enlistment 
system has broken down, I will support 
him if hecan show that it is then neces- 
sary to have recourse to conscription. But 
that time has not yet come. So faras we 
can judge from the scheme put forward 
by the right hon. Gentleman he has more 
than ample troops to defend the country. 
Two-thirds of the troops under his scheme 
consists of the Auxiliary forces, and they 
are organised for one purpose only—to 
resist any possible invasion of thiscountry. 
Now, I think it is accepted by every 
person who has written on this subject 
that it is not probable, nor would it be 
even profitable to an enemy. There 
might be a raid made on this country 
by a small force striking a sudden blow 
at London or one of the great ports or 
arsenals—that an endeavour might be 
made to create confusion and paralyse 
the Army or the Navy. It is for the 
purpose of checkmating such a raid, and 
that only, that these Auxiliary forces 
are necessary, but a far smaller number 
would be sufficient than we have in this 
scheme. It is essential, however, that 
they should be highly trained, very 
easily mobilised, and well armed. We 
ought to impose more stringent con- 
ditions in order to get rid of the in- 
efficients in the Auxiliary regiments of the 
country. 

To turn to the question of the 
Regular Army, you organise your Regu- 
lar forces for the purpose of defending 
this country, India, and the colonies from 
external menace and internal disturbance. 
Now, 150,000 men are said to be necessary 
for that purpose, but you have not got 
them. It is quite certain 


Mr. Charles Hobhouse. 


{COMMONS} 


that the | 
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Regular Army would be committed to 
not less than two campaigns a year in 
some portion of the world. In the 
present year we have had three or four 
small campaigns in the West and South- 
West of Africa, and two on the East Coast 
of Africa. But taking it that two cam- 
paigns have to be undertaken by the 
Regular Army every single year, that 
involves a high scale of recruiting to keep 
the Army up to the strength of 150,000 
—a far higher scale than would be 
necessary in the case of any Continental 
Army. That being so, let us inquire 
how many recruits could be obtained. 
Sir Robert Giffen has declared that the 
cardinal defect of the British Army is the 
deficiency in numbers. I take it that 
what was meant was that not a sufficient 
number of recruits had been obtained 
according to the increase of population. 
In 1892 the recruits numbered 39,000 ; 
in 1896, when the population had in- 
creased, they only numbered 27,000 ; 
and in 1898, when there was a further 
rise in the population, they numbered 
38,000. So that you cannot in any way 
depend on increase of population to give 
you your increase of recruits. If this 
had been a normal year there would 
have been no less than 30,000 men short 
of theestablishment. You cannot rely on 
your getting the number of recruits ob- 
tained last year, for you have killed off in 
the South African War the number 
equivalent to the increase. There are two 
methods by which the War Office seek to 
obtain this increase of recruits—either 
by battalions or by individual recruits. 
Last year they tried the battalion system, 
and this year the individual recruiting 
system, and it is confessed that they 
failed to get three battalions, and these 
were wiped off altogether. What cer- 
tainty, then, have you of obtaining these 
30,000 recruits you ask for? Absolutely 
none. The recruiting area contains 
only 400,000 men yearly ; but the supply 
for the next two years has already been 
anticipated by enlisting boys of seven- 
teen, and now even enlisting children of 
fifteen, and yet the War Office call them 
men! They have conveniently  dis- 
covered that, at this moment, there is no 
penalty for making a false answer by 


‘recruits on their attestation in regard to 
‘their age, so that there is no means 


of checking their age. But they had cut 
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off the supply formerly available from the 
Militia, and so they look now, as they have | 
always done, to bad trade in the country 
as the best recruiting sergeant. That is 
an unwiseand short-sighted policy, for it 
is no better than pitting the Army 
against the commercial prosperity of the 
country. 

There is another point I would 
like to dwell upon. The proposed 
proportion of regiments abroad and at 
home entirely depends on cutting down 
the garrison in South Africa to twelve 
battalions. I will not discuss the policy 
of that at present, but I would remind the 
House that we have got not only a white 
but a black question out there. It 
is quite certain that, as soon as the 
war is over, we will have to take seriously 
into consideration the differences between 
black and white in that country, and if 
the Government are going to cut the 
South African garrison down to twelve 
battalions 1 think they are making an 
unduly sanguine estimate. The War 
Office propose to obtain the South African 
garrison by drawing the mobile bat- 
talions from the Mediterranean and 
certain coaling stations, and they give 
as an excuse for that, and substituting for 
them the garrison battalions, that these 
will afford the zealous soldier an adequate 
military career. I know Malta and 
Gibraltar as well as any man in the 
House. It is quite true they are not 
ideal stations for training troops, but 
more might be made of these stations as 
training grounds than ever has been 
done. I would ask the War Office, “ Do 
you act up to these two considerations ; 
do you give to the soldier who retires at 
twenty-five a subsequent military career!” 
He leaves the Army at twenty-five 


and remains in private life until thirty, | 


and re-enlists for ten years, when you 
turn him out of the Army at forty, 
neither a civilian or a soldier. What 
chance of a military career is there in 
that ? All that you will do by such a 
scheme will be to increase the number of 
tramps in the country and breed a set 
of wasters. Then the War Office have 
forgotten the question of the proportion 
of married men in these battalions. They 
have sent out to Malta 10 per cent. of 
married men, but they can only provide 
accommodation for half that number in 
Gibraltar, and the case of Malta is so 
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much more serious that I cannot obtain 
an answer to questions on the subject 
from the War Office authorities. If the 
War Office are going to make it part of 
their policy to separate husband, wife, 
and children in these married battalions 
they will not get recruits for them, for it 
is to be remembered that an enormous 
number of the men marry between 
twenty-five and thirty years of age, and 
a very serious moral penalty will thus be 
inflicted on a very deserving portion of 
the population. But there is another 
point. These garrisons in Gibraltar and 
Malta have always been used for recruit- 
ing the garrisons in Egypt and India. 
The First Lord of the Treasury has told 
us in one of his speeches that “* the Secre- 
tary of State for War will have organised 
for the defence of her fortresses those 
materials useful for little else, but useful 
for that purpose,”’ and that it would be 
quite impossible to send them to reinforce 
the garrisons in Egypt and India in case 
of necessity. It is, however, to be re- 
membered that they are in point of 
numbers and organisation at least from 
thirteen to twenty-one days nearer to 
Egypt and India than this country, and 
how much that means we ought to have 
been able to learn in the course of last 
year. 

Then, as to the question of tropical 
fortresses. The War Office propose to take 
away from these fortresses all, or at least 
a large proportion, of our white troops. 
That is quite a different scheme from that 
proposed in 1895. Hong Kong, Singa- 
pore, Mauritius are vital to the existence 
of our Empire. They are great depots 
of trade and commerce, and possess dock- 
yards or repairing grounds for the Navy 
The Secretary for War told us in March, 
1895, that— 

“our colonial possessions had been fortified 
at enormous expense. Their maintenance was 
vital to the prosperity of the Empire. He was 
quite sure the military authorities would look 
with suspicion on any policy likely to leave 
them in possession of forces not competent to 
fulfil the requirements they would be called on 
to perform.” 

Does the right hon. Gentleman mean 
that he now thinks black troops are com. 
petent to hold some of the most impor 
tant naval coaling stations in the Empire ? 
The loyalty of our Indian troops may be 
very sincere. I do not say it is not ; but 
it is not unqualified, and its permanency 
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will depend on a margin of accidents. 
It should not be forgotten that they are 
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not really homogeneous with the British | 
nation, and it is quite certain that the | 
people with whom we might be at war | 


would spare no bribery or persuasion to 
seduce them from their allegiance to us ; 
and therefore we are running a chance 
of a defection taking place amongst 
these native troops just when defection 
would be most serious and disastrous. 
There is another thing in connection with 
leaving native troops as garrisons in 
these places. The War Office propose 
it just at a time when France, Germany, 
and other nations are strengthening their 
connections with the East. France has 
spent enormous sums in garrisoning with 
white troops Dakar, Martinique, Mada- 
gascar, Saigon; and in the same way 
in the Mediterranean at Toulon, Corsica, 
Bizerta, Bona, Mers el Kebir. All these 
stations are along the flanks of our pos- 
sessions in the East and in the Medi- 
terranean. Why should we run the 
chance of a large force of these garrisons 
making a sudden dash at our great 
coaling stations, or run the risk of these 
being captured ? I should like to know 
how far the Colonial Governments, 
representing the people who live in these 
places, are consenting parties to this War 
Oftice scheme, and | would like to know 
whether the Government have consulted 
the Colonial Defence Committee on the 
matter. It may be that they have done 
so; but remembering their failure to 
obtain the consent of the Admiralty to 
other parts of the scheme in regard to 
the garrisoning of the coaling stations, 
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| lars and Reserves, and you tell us that 
‘they are to be ready to go abroad at a 
/moment’s notice. No army corps which 
(has in it any substantial portion of 
| Reserves can go abroad at a moment's 
/notice. The Reserves cannot be mobi- 
‘lised until the last moment, for fear of 
disturbing public opinion at home and 
abroad, and consequently there must 
be a delay of a fortnight or three weeks 
before the army corps is ready to sail. 
Then you say that the practice of placing 
Reserves to make up the strength of 


battalions ready to take the field is 


That is 


observed by all foreign nations. 
Foreign 


true, with this great difference. 
nations put into their battalions ready 
for service a reserve of men who every 
other year have at least twenty-eight 
days vigorous training. You put into 
your fighting battalions a reserve on 
which no adequate training has been 
expended at all, and the result is, while 
foreign battalions proceed to the front 
with all the men properly trained, your 
battalions go to the front with only 50 
per cent. of trained men with the Colours, 
plus an untrained Reserve. Then as 


‘regards cavalry and_ artillery, foreign 


unless the Government have obtained the | 
consent of the Committee of Experts they | 
have no right at all to come down to this | 


House to ask their approval of the kind | ; 
}argument, it does not matter whether 


of garrisons they now recommend. 


I am one of those who cannot 
altogether disagree with the right 


hon. Gentleman as 
the country for his scheme of army 


corps. The unit corresponds, roughly 
speaking, with the accommodation 


which now exists, and perhaps it is no 
worse than any other scheme. 


had an earlier scheme which seemed 
to have been created for the purpose of 
showing the weakness of our position. 
You form first two army corps of Regu- 


Mr. Charles Hobhouse. 


nations send their cavalry regiments 
absolutely complete, and 75 per cent. ot 
their artillery, whereas you send cavalry 
regiments with 50 per cent. of Reserve 
men, which your own officers tell you 
are sadly lacking as a fighting force. 
The right hon. Gentleman in his speech 
referred to the question of mounted 
infantry. He told us we ought to have 
more mounted troops, but he made no 
proposal to provide them in the Regular 
Army, and, as far as I can see, all the 
mounted troops the scheme will give 
us are 35,000 auxiliaries and Imperial 
Yeomanry. For the purposes of my 
these Auxiliary forces can be raised or 
not. If you really want to increase the 


to the division of | mounted troops in the Army, and cannot 


afford the expense of extra cavalry regi- 
ments, you should convert one or more 


‘of the rifle regiments which are not 


But I am | 
bound to remember that the War Office | 


recruited from territorial districts into 
mounted infantry regiments, rather than 
continue the system of mounted infantry 
companies drawn from different regi- 
ments, and therefore violating your own 
rule that men should serve in peace 
under the commanders who would lead 
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them in war. If you raise mounted 
infantry regiments by this system you 
will have the nucleus of a force very 
valuable in itself, and capable of being 
despatched abroad the moment required 
with the rest of the Army. 


#1 would only press one more point. 
In his speech the right hon. Gentle- 
man made a curious reference to the 
fact that neither Lord Roberts nor 
Lord Kitchener had been through the 
Staff College. I hope that does not 
mean that the right hon. Gentle- 
man intends to abolish the Staff 
College. It is true that a general is born, 
not made, but the number of staff officers 
who have to be created is very consider- 
able, and it must be remembered that 
every great military nation has some 
institution corresponding to our Staff 
College. There is the great War School, 
as it is called, in Germany, which turns 
out two-thirds of the whole of the 
German staff and most of the distin- 
guished officers in Germany, and there 
is the Ecole Militaire in France, which 
serves the same purpose. I would beg 
the right hon. Gentleman, before he does 
anything more than reform the Staff 
College to compare very carefully the 
work of these foreign schools with the 
possibility of instruction that could be 
given in our own Staff College. One 
great reason why the Staff College is not 
looked up to is that the position of the 
teachers is not adequate to the require- 
ments of the Service. These positions 
are held, as a rule, not by officers of first- 
rate ability, but rather by second-rate 
men, with perhaps large families. who 
want positions in which they can avoid 
the inconvenience and expense of going 
abroad. In Germany the corresponding 
positions are filled by the most distin- 
guished men in the service, and their 
teaching is held in the highest possible 
repute. When the same respect is paid 
to the teaching in our Staff College that 
is paid in similar institutions abroad, 
then something will be done, not only to 
establish the position of the Staff College 
itself, but to improve the training of the 
Army generally. We have often been 
told that our officers are stupid. I do not 
believe they are stupid, but they are more 
ignorant than the country has any 
right to allow. The education of an 
officer ought to be continued in the 


{13 May 1901} 


“Army, as in the Navy, from the day 


Organisation. 1530 


he leaves school to the day he passes 
his examination for the highest position 
for which an examination is thought 
necessary. I would urge that we should 
look very carefully into the curriculum, 
not only of the military colleges, but 
also of the Staff College, in order that it 
may be able to produce the very best 
class of officer for the British Army. 


*Mr. WYLIE (Dumbartonshire) said 
he had placed an Amendment upon 
the Paper, which he understood it 
was not now in_- order to move, 
approving of the proposed increase and 
organisation of the Regular Army, the 
Militia, and the Yeomanry, strongly 
recommending to the attention of the 
Government the expediency of much 
more largely increasing the numbers 
and efficiency of the Volunteer force. 
His principal object in putting down 
this Amendment was to draw attention 
to the position of the Volunteer forces. 
The enormous extension of the British 
Empire and the consequent increase of 
our responsibility rendered it necessary 
that our forces should also be largely 
increased by sea and land. He thought 
so far as the land forces were concerned 
that his right hon. friend the Secretary of 
State for War was to be congratulated 
upon the very able scheme which he 
had put before the House. That scheme 
combined all the advantages of the short 
service system with many advantages 
of the long service system, and he thought 
the formation of six army corps would 
go a great distance towards doing away 
with the centralising influence of the 
War Office, which had hitherto exer- 
cised such a baneful influence upon the 
British Army. The localities selected 
for these army corps he considered most 
judicious, especially with regard to the 
army corps to be placed in Scotland. 
He thought the placing of an army 
corps in Scotland was an example which 
might well be followed, so far as its 
coast was concerned, by the Admiralty 
with regard to ships, docks and dock- 
yards, and the graceful compliment 
paid to the gallantry of the Scotch 
troops by the right hon. Gentleman 
the Secretary of State for War, in intro- 
ducing these proposals, and his assigning 
that as one of the reasons for giving 
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Scotland this army corps, had been 
greatly appreciated. If there was a 
defect in this part of the scheme, it was 
that there was no proposal to increase 
the mounted infantry, which in South 
Africa had been so effective. As for 
the Militia, he had on many occasions 
on their behalf claimed a juster recogni- 
tion and more liberal treatment, and he 
was glad to find that their bravery in 
South Africa had brought them increased 
pay and a large increase to their 
numbers. He drew attention to the 
fact that there were four Scotch Militia 
battalions not in the uniform of their 
line battalion, and expressed a hope 
that, as the Secretary of State appeared 
to be in a liberal mood, he would place 
those battalions on the same footing 
as any other similar battalion in the 
Service. He believed such an act would 
do much for the esprit de corps. He 
welcomed the increase of the Yeomanry, 
which had become so deservedly popular 


owing to its gallantry in the field. He, 


thought Lord Roberts would have no 
difficulty in securing the 11,500 time- 
expired men for the increase of the 
Regular Army, and that the better 
inducements offered to the Militia and 
Yeomanry would easily bring up the 
numbers of those forces to the required 
standard. 

But granted that the country obtained 


every man named in the proposal, 
was that enough ? He thought 


not. There was no doubt that with 
the extension of the Empire a_ very 
much larger number of men were neces- 
sary now than before, and the question 
was from what source were they to be 
secured ? The proposed increase of the 
Militia and of the Regular Army under 
the present conditions was certainly 
the maximum, and neither of these 
forces could be increased except by one 
of two alternatives, either by conscrip- 
tion or by such an increase of allowances 
and pay as would allow the recruiting ser- 
geant to compete with other employers 
in the labour market. But in the light 
of the brilliant results of the voluntary 
system in this war the country would 
not tolerate either of those expedients. 
One of the great lessons of this war was 
to show us that there was an enormous 
amount of jealousy and hostility towards 
us amongst the continental nations 


Mr. Wylie. 
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| which might lead to a combined attack 
at any moment. 
war went to show that a small popula- 
tion without discipline, but which could 
‘shoot straight, could keep a superior 
force at bay for a considerable time, and 
some people thought that the formation 
of rifle clubs was all that was required, 
but the best shots in the world with- 
out discipline were only an armed mob. 
The only means, therefore, by which 
we could increase the defensive force 
of this country was by increasing the 
Volunteers, and he believed that the 
Government could, by giving proper 
encouragement, very easily double the 
number of Volunteers and add greatly 
to their efficiency. This was no theo- 
retical assumption on his part. He had 
had_ considerable practical experience 
in assisting to raise and equip the 
Dumbartonshire Volunteer regiment, one 
of the finest and most efficient in the 
country ; but if the county gentlemen 
had not liberally helped to provide the 
necessary rifle ranges and the drill 
halls, which it was the duty of the 
Government to provide, that regiment 
would not have attained its high 
standard of numbers and efficiency. If 
the whole country contributed to the 
Volunteers in the same ratio as NScot- 
land, the force would consist not of 
260,000 but of 450,000 men, and if in 
the same ratio as Dumbartonshire of 
650,000. By the same liberal treat- 
ment the Government could easily raise 
half a million Volunteers who would 
not only be one of the most effective, 
but certainly the cheapest army in the 
world, because, whilst the pay and allow- 
ance to soldiers of the line amounted 
to £30 a year and to the Militia £6 15s,, 
the Volunteers only cost £2 5s. per 
head. It was proposed to apply half 
the Volunteer force of England and 
Wales, namely, 100,000, for the defence 
of London alone—that was either 
‘too much for London or too little for 
the rest of the country. He did not 
‘think it was too much for London, but 
‘too little for the rest of the country. 
This part of the scheme was founded 
upon the idea begotten in the days of 
‘sailing ships, that any attack on this 
‘country must be on the south, but in 
these days of rapid steam transport he 
| thought an enemy would probably avoid 
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the southern part of the kingdom pro- 
tected by large fleets, army corps, and 
volunteers, and strike at some other 
part. Liverpool might be a probable 
point of attack. The Liverpool district, 
which might be said to include Lanca- 
shire and Cheshire, had a 
tion of five millions. It was proposed 
for the defence of such a district as that 
that only 30,000 to 40,000 men should 
be allotted, which was, in his opinion, 
much too little if 100,000 were required 
for London. The same might be said of 
the Hull district and other parts of 


England. So far as Scotland was con- 
cerned, its coast line was so extensive 
that it would be necessary to 


have a proportionate increase in the 
number of Volunteers. He thought, 
therefore, it was necessary to have a large 
augmentation of the Volunteer forces, 
on the Government's own showing. 
By that means the country would obtain 
au great number of efficient men, and the 
Government if they gave — sufficient 
encouragement could easily secure half a 
million of men possessing much greater 
efficiency than at present. To carry 
out such an idea there should be a 
Department at the War Office the} 
sole ca of which should be to encourage 
the Volunteer forces. In every Volun- 
teer corps there should be a paid sergeant- 
major and quartermaster - sergeant ; 
the capitation grant should be increased 
to a minimum of 50s., rising to 60s. 
for various degrees of efficiency in drill | 
and rifle shooting, means should be given 
by which drill halls and rifle ranges 
could be provided ; the facilities for drill 
etc., now offered partially should be given 
to all; and the standard of efficiency 
required for the forty special battalions 
should be insisted upon all round. If 
Volunteers were thus encouraged, he had 
every confidence that the Government 
could obtain half a million men whose 
training and efficiency would enable 
them to go anywhere and do anything, 
and they should have the courage to 
reintroduce their Bill of last year provid- 
ing that the Volunteers could offer them- 
selves for active service in any part of 
the world. In the present war the 
Volunteers had given a good account 
of themselves. In combined action 
they had acted with the regulars as 
efficiently as regiments of the line, 
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and it was disappointing that after 
their brilliant record in South Africa 
the War Office, while proposing in- 
creases in the Militia and Yeomanry of 
50 per cent. and 250 per cent.respectively, 
with increased pay and allowances, should 
seek to increase the Volunteers by less 
than 20 per cent., without any increase 


of grant or allowances, the grant 
in some cases being actually reduced. 


He had been shown a letter from the 
colonel of a splendid corps, in which it 
was stated that the War Office was— 
“actually offering us worse terms for going 
into camp than at any time previously, and 
my officers are so disgusted that some of them 
want me to disband the corps.” 
It was the old story of War Office dis- 
couragement of Volunteers. 





Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLEY, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton): Will the 
hon. Member give details as to how they 
are treated worse than before ? 


*Mr. WYLIE: They are given a less 
allowance for going into camp than 
| they had even the year before last, and | 
‘should be very glad to give the details 
| to my hon. friend when ‘| have finished 
| speaking. The hon. Member continued 
| that the great Volunteer movement, 
;| which had made this country practically 
|invulnerable, and probably saved the 
country hundreds of millions of pounds, 

'and which from an educational point of 
view, in training both physically and 
mentally the young men of the country, 
altogether apart from its value as a 
defensive force, should be fostered, had 
had to force its way, with very little 
encouragement from the War Office, 
and against the most determined hostility 
of many of the military authorities. 
Opponents of the Volunteer system 
contended that many of the regimens 
were inefficient. No doubt some of 
them were, but, considering the par- 
simonious treatment they had received, 
the wonder was rather that all of them 
were not inefficient, and this defect could 
be readily remedied. Some of these 
military authorities had a strong hanker- 





ing after conscription as the easiest 
solution of the recruiting difficulty. 


The country which had just given to the 
Government in its time of need 140,000 
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fighting Volunteers would never tolerate 
the idea of conscription, and the advocates 
of that idea would have to make up their 
minds that the problem of increasing 
the land forces of the Empire must be 
worked out on purely voluntary lines. 
The Government had had its hands full 
in bringing to a successful issue the 
South African war, and in maturing and 
bringing forward their very able scheme 
with regard to the regular army, the 
Militia, and the Yeomanry, but it was 
time the War Office took upthe question 
of the Volunteers. If that question was 
taken up heartily and resolutely, and the 
liberal treatment he had _ suggested, 
were accorded the Volunteers he believed 
the Government would have the support 
of the great majority of Members of the 
House, and of the country at large. 

Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 
fordshire, Lichfield): The hon. Member 
who has just spoken put forward a plea 
for the Volunteers. No doubt some of 
the Volunteers are very efficient, but the 
whole argument against the plan sug- 
gested by the hon. Member is that the 
existing force must be made more efficient. 
The great difficulty is that very few can 
give sufficient time to become efficient. 
For all the men who can spare the time 
I think it is worth while for the Govern- 
ment to give an increased grant to enable 
them to become really efficient. One 
other defect in the defensive scheme 
which has been suggested is that, how- 
ever efficient you have the infantry, you 
must have artillery and cavalry to sup- 
port them, and the Volunteers do not 
supply that need at the present time. 
No doubt the regular Army will, in the 
course of time, have sufficient artillery 
to supply six army corps, though I am 
afraid that that is a long way off also. 

Turning to the scheme proposed by the 
Government, the Chief Secretary for 
Ireland rather accused some of us of 
belonging to one of two parties. Most 
of us on this side, at any rate, do not 
belong to the party that desires to econo- 
mise everything connected with the Army 
out of the way altogether. I do not 
think that the hon. Member for 
Oldham would go so far as the Chief 
Secretary suggested. Nor do we belong 
to the party that desires to spend many 
millions more on producing a greatly 
increased Army. What we do want is 
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‘that the Army we have should be an 
efficient Army, and that we get value for 
our money. That is where we think this 
scheme will not achieve our 6bject. We 
were under the impression that these 
proposals were put forward to redeem 
promises made to the electors, and to 
make a show of Army reform, but the 
Chief Secretary has put us right on that 
point, for he has told us that the scheme 
is really to find generals’ places for those 
who have been serving in high command 
in South Africa, and have to be rewarded 
in some way when they come home. It 
is right that there should be generals’ 
billets for some of them, but I am in- 
clined to think there are enough already. 
The creation of six army corps, it must 
be remembered, does not mean six more 
generals. If there are the proper number 
of generals of division and: brigadiers, it 
will mean an additional ninety generals, 
and that is a very considerable number 
to add. I do not suppose this scheme 
will ever go beyond paper, but if it did, if 
it was actually carried out, there would 
be ninety generals, including brigadiers 
and the staffs belonging to them. That 
this is not intended is shown by the fact 
that we are told it is to cost only £60,000 
a year. Each army corps would require 
onegeneral—t hat would besix ; thenthere 
would be one cavalry brigade general and 
one artillery general to each army corps. 
There are eighteen divisions—that means 
eighteen commanders of division, who 
also are generals. For the eighteen 
divisions you must have fifty-four  bri- 
gades. That would about bring up the 
right numbers for the army corps, and 
that would mean fifty-four more generals. 
That makes a total of ninety generals 
and 180 staff officers, giving to each 
general a brigade officer or a D.A.A.G. 
‘and an A.D.C.—the very lowest com- 
putation you could possibly make. The 
pay alone of these would amount to 
£140,000 a year. What we complain of 
is that the whole thing begins at the 
wrong end. You are making generals 
commanding army corps, but you are 
not making the permanent brigadiers, 
who are really the officers your men 
require to know. In all foreign armies 
the brigadier is almost as well known as 
‘the colonel is. There they deal in the 
larger unit—the brigade instead of the 
| battalion. Before you go in for the army 
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corps you should have the brigades and | 


This scheme is not a 
A reform means some- 


divisions made. 
great reform. 


thing new, at any rate, and something , 


that will produce increased efficiency. 
That cannot be said for this scheme. It 
cinnot even be said that it will effect 
economy without injuring efficiency. 
It may be claimed that it gives increased 
quantity without destroying the quality 
of the Army. This it does to a very 


very small extent, but at a great expense. . 


The eight garrison regiments will be the 
most expensive force this country could 
possibly raise, with the exception, per- 
haps, of that ridiculous experiment of 
the Royal Reserve Battalions made last 
year. These battalions will be available 
only for a few years, because they will be 
composed of oldish men, and there will 
also be a great many wives and families 
to provide for. There has been some 
difficulty in getting the actual numbers, 
but it is reported that there are 2,000 
women and children attached to the 
battalion going to Malta. Probably that 
is an exaggeration, but at any rate there 
will be a much greater number of women 
and children to provide separation allow- 
ances for in connection with these bat- 
talions than with any others. Nothing 
is to be done to remedy the really wasteful 
arrangements in the present system. 
The War Office is very reticent as to the 
working of our small depots, of which 
there are sixty. The number of officers 
at these small depots is about 540; 
warrant-officers, about 180; and_ ser- 
geants, 2,800. The number of private 
soldiers to be trained and taught by this 
establishment is 3,000, with 1,200 
bandsmen. That is an absolute waste, 
but there is no attempt whatever in this 
scheme to make these small depots more 
efficient, or to use the non-commissioned 
officers and officers stationed there. 
Something is done in the way of sending 
them out recruiting, but much more 
might be done. In addition to the waste 
of money, the system involves a waste of 
recruits’ energy. Recruits have to do 
an enormous amount of cleaning work, 
and cannot get sufficient time to do their 
other duty properly. These depots 
might have been made larger, the number 
of officers reduced, and the Militia officers 
amalgamated. 
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Under these new proposals there will be 
no army corps ready for foreign service 
until the Reserves are called out. An 
army corps is a good thing in foreign 
countries, but it takes us seventeen days 
—and then it is very smart work—to get 


‘the Reserves up, and before that time 


after the declaration of war foreign 
countries have fought several battles. 
[“No.”] Ithink you will find that that 
was the case in the French war. One 
of the great difficulties is that in the 
case of war there are practically no 
cavalry reserves. A cavalryman, even 
if he is an old trained soldier, must have 
some acquaintance with his horse before 
There is no 
increase of cavalry or of mounted men 
proposed. There is absolutely no men- 
tion of any permanent mounted in- 
fantry or any extension of the mounted 
infantry system. There are Yeomanry 
who are never to go abroad ; they are 
to find the mounted men for the home 
army corps, and perhaps they will be 
of some use in that way, but there is 
absolutely no reserve of cavalry to send 
abroad with the first three army corps. 
Very little is said about artillery, and 
nothing at all about better equipment in 
rifles and guns, or about better equip- 
nent for the horses, so that they should 
not have to carry about twenty stone ; 
our cavalry carry more than any other 
cavalry in the world, I believe. and 
they have suffered greatly in consequence 
in South Africa. The bedrock of the 
scheme is reorganisation, and the re- 
organisation consists of dividing the 
Army into army corps and putting 
general officers over the army corps. 
It is supposed that the troops are going 
to fight with these general ofticers, 
and that the general officers will learn 
something by handling the troops. 
But they are not going to command the 
men who will go out with them. They 
are to going command a number of 
skeleton battalions, to be filled by 
Reserves. When the Reserves come 
in they will know nothing about the 
generals who command them, and the 
practice the generals will receive will 
be very small. It was said that the 
generals would become accustomed to 
handling, not small bodies of ten thou- 
sand men, but large bodies of troops. 
That will not be the case. They will 
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Reserves are called up. 
the brief periods when the Volunteers 
are up for their annual camp, the bodies 
will not consist of more than 10,000 


men. But will there be any possibility 
of getting the Volunteers together 
for big field days? Will there be 


manceuvring grounds sufficiently near 
to their camps ? 
to get through the preliminary drills 
so as to work as brigades and divisions, 
and then as army corps, to work as a 
large army? It is perfectly absurd to 
suppose that Volunteers will have the 
time to go out and teach the generals 
by being manceuvred at some place a 
long way from home. Even then you 
would have only fourteen days in which 
to teach the generals. 

The real difficulty in this country—and 
it is met in this scheme only so far as 
the garrison regiments meet it—is to find 
garrisons for abroad in time of peace. 
We have an enormous number of garri- 
sons abroad to supply, and very few 
people seem to realise that in this con- 
scription would not help us. Con- 
scription cannot help us for foreign 
garrisons. You cannot have conscrip- 
tion for foreign service. No foreign 
country would ever stand it. Germany 
and France send volunteers to China 
and to their colonies. But there would 
be no difficulty, or, with slight alterations, 
there would be very little difficulty, in 
always having a large infantry force 
for our home needs and for home defence. 
The only way to meet the difficulty as 
regards foreign service is to adopt par- 
tially if not entirely the suggestions of 
the hon. Member for Fareham, that we 
should give larger pay to men over a 
certain age and to men who would be 
enlisted for a sufficiently long period to 
be sent to India. These are the men 
you are short of, and you will have to pay 
inore for them. Whether you have con- 
scription or not, it will be absolutely 
necessary to pay long service men at a 
higher rate than they are at present 
paid at for foreign service. The other 
difficulty in some battalions is the amal- 
gamation of short-service men with the 
long-service men. The two classes of 
men create great difficulties in the 
working of the linked battalion system. 
This difficulty could be got over by 
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carrying Lord Cardwell’s great reform 
one step further, and instead of having 
'two linked battalions have six. You 
could then have one battalion as a 
short-service battalion. It would be 
very unpopular with some people to 
change from battalion to battalion, but 
you could interchange both officers and 
men, and greatly facilitate the sending 
abroad of seasoned men, keeping the short 
service men at home. The short service 
men might also be used for the work for 
which you are raising special battalions 
at the present moment, namely, the work 
of the home garrisons at Malta, Gibraltar, 
Bermuda, and even Egypt. There is 
no difficulty in sending short service 
men those distances, and, of course, 
it is a great drain upon the resources of 
the country that has to send long 
service men to these places. 

I do not want to dwell upon any 
scheme of my own, but we are always 
being told that there is no alternative to 
this proposal. It is a very odd thing, 
in view of the many proposals which 
have been made, that the Government 
turns a deaf ear to all suggestions, 
and singles out the one thing that is 
absolutely refused by every expert in 
the country. There is not a_ single 
military expert not connected with 
the War Office but is opposed to this 
scheme. The army corps proposal is 
not new; it is an old scheme done up 
again. There was a scheme of eight 
army corps which did not work and 
was given up. 


Mr. BRODRICK : On paper. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER : So is 
the right hon. Gentleman’s scheme on 
paper, and there I think it is likely to 
remain. That is just our contention. 
To carry it out you require that which 
you have not got, namely, a great many 
more recruits, and those you will not get 
under present circumstances. A _ little 
piece of the scheme on paper is the eight 
garrison battalions. That proposal was 
made some months ago, and with great 
difficulty not quite two have yet been 
raised. 


Mr. BRODRICK : Intwo months. 
Mr. COURTENAY WARNER: Yes, 


but those two months were especially 
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favourable for recruiting, because those | important factor in the new scheme. 
were the two months in which you were! It has been suggested that the generals 
disbanding the Royal Reserve regiments, | will be able to learn how to work the 
and those regiments contained the class | supply train under this scheme, but 
of men from whom you expected to get | they will never have it under their 
the whole of the eight battalions. If in control only at such places as Salisbury 
two months after disbanding 17,000 Plain. It is very necessary that a general 
Royal Reserves you cannot get more than should know something about the use 
2.000, I do not think there is much | of the supply train, and that is one of the 
prospect of getting the eight battalions | things he ought to be taught. I do not 
in the future. His Majesty’s Govern- think this scheme will teach the generals 
ment are certainly the only people who | how to work the supply train, or how to 
think this scheme will be carried out. | deal with a large number of troops. | 
We are to have more generals, but have cannot see why instruction of this kind 
we not got enough generals already ? should not be given to the commander of 
Let us take what we have got in order an army corps, and to commanders of 
to carry out this scheme. These are the divisions, who are equally wanting in 
best men the Army can produce. There knowledge upon this question. I think 
are sixteen districts, 2nd when you bring there really ought to be some permanent 
the numbers up to six army corps, what is_ mounted infantry established, or else a 
to become of those sixteen districts? portion of the men in the line ought to be 
Surely they can oversee the training of taught mounted work. If you had 
the men. Surely sixteen generals are made it a territorial brigade instead of a 
quite enough to look after the Militia territorial regiment you might have had 
and Volunteers of their own district. I a number of permanent mounted in- 
have observed myself an instance of this fantry established. Something of this 
kind, and I am quite sure the general in| kind will have to be done if you intend 
charge of a district is quite capable of to have three army corps ready, for you 
looking not only after the Regulars, but| must provide them with cavalry. In 
also the Auxiliaries in his district. I do this respect the scheme is a paper one, 
not believe there will be the least im-| because you cannot call it an army 
provement by putting these districts corps until it has got its full proportion 
with an army corps, and it will come of cavalry. I do not think there would 
rather expensive. It is supposed to cost be any difficulty if you had a certain 
only £60,000 a year, but if you are number of men in each battalion trained 
going to create these high appointments as mounted infantry, because the Reserves 
it will cost a great deal more. If you come up and fill your battalions as soon 
fill all these appointments up there will be as war is declared. There is another 
ninety generals and 180 staff, and at the question which might have been made a 
lowest computation of their salaries the great advantage to the sending of men 
sum required would be £140,000 a year. into the first line, and it is that some of 
All this might be worth while if we were the Militia, if not all. should be enlisted 
going to get any advantage by this for foreign service. It would cost very 
expenditure on generals, but we shall little, and you would lose very few 
get a mere skeleton force, and those’ militiamen, because a militiaman who 
generals will command a mere visionary joins now would join for foreign service 
army. Probably most of the men will in time of war, and you would be able 
not be able to come out at the same time, to send out at once a large number of 
because this is not convenient for every trained men who had been doing garrison 
Militia and Volunteer regiment. | duty to the front in charge of the officers 

It isa very important thing to have the they had been serving under, and they 
supply train and transport thoroughly would be the very elite of your Army 
eyuipped, and I hope that will be done. | if you only carried out such a reform as 
We have not, however, seen any money | that. I do not think such a reform 
allotted to that most important of all} would cost you more than 200 or 300 
things, the supply train, and I do not! men out of the Militia. We do not want 
think there has been one word mentioned | a great number of men on paper, but we 
about this matter, which is the most | do want the most efficient Army we can 
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possibly have, 
give efficiency to the fighting line by 
putting your best troops into it. It 
would cost practically nothing, and 


would be in the nature of a real reform. | 


If the worst came to the worst, and you 
were in difficulties, you could send your 
militiamen to India to replace the regi- 
ments there, where there is a lot of 
garrison duty besides frontier work. 
A little more might be done for the 
Militia by avoiding the snubbing which 
they receive almost upon every occasion. 
I know the Militia is one of the forces 
which the War Office does not care much 
about. It is of no interest, and the War 
Office does not care for cheap forces as a 
rule. The Militia employ no generals 
and there is no promotion, and when 
they are considered at the War Office 
there is a lack of interest in this force. 
The great fault of this scheme is that 
it is only on paper. and there are two or 
three things in it which must remain on 
paper for years and years. The scheme 
does not carry out any increase in the 
Army,and it will not educate our generals, 


because it gives them merely skeleton | 


armies to work with instead of real 
forces, and it will not provide real army 
corps. because they will be without 
cavalry. The scheme will not increase 
the defensive power of the country or 
provide you with more troops to send 
abroad to your garrisons in times of 
peace. You do not teach your mounted 
men, and I think this scheme is one 
that will be rather an injury te the 
country than the reform which it pre- 
tends to be. I think it is incumbent 
upon everybody who has his country more 
at heart than his party to oppose this 
scheme. I think upon an occasion so 
important, where the country is being 
done a real injury, if I sat on the benches 
opposite I should make up my mind 
not to make this a party questicn, and I 
would not allow myself to be carried 
away from the real interests of the Army 
by mere party consideration. 


*Mr. COCHRANE (Ayrshire, N.) said 
the hon. Member who had just sat down 


had criticised rather severely the schemes | 


put forward by the Government, and he 
had criticised it as a whole. The hon. 
Member had at considerable length put 
forward certain proposals to amend the 


Mr. Courtenay Warner. 
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scheme. He thought, however, that 
the House and the Government would 
be more influenced by the opinion of Lord 
Roberts than by the criticisms to which 
Members had just listened. The admi- 
rable and convincing speech of the Chief 
Secretary for Ireland had removed all 
doubts from his mind as to the efficacy 
of the Government proposals. He could 
assure his right hon. friend the Secretary 
of State for War that the courage and 
determination he had shown were 
admired throughout the Army. He was 
himself strongly opposed to conscription, 
which his right hon. friend had managed 
to avoid, and thought that the national 
burden of our Army must be borne by 
everyone by means of taxation. The 
national Army was a national burden, 
and ought to be borne by all. In the case 
of the ballot it was a kind of gambling 
transaction and the burden only fell upon 
certain individuals. If they met this 
burden by the ordinary form of taxation, 
then everybody would pay their share. 

He did not think anything short of some 
great national emergency would justify 
conscription. Conscription had been 
tried in this country in a modified form 
under the Militia Ballot Act of 1831, 
when there was a strong feeling against 
it, and it was found impossible to carry it 
out. The men who refused to serve at 
that time or to find substitutes at 1s. per 
diem had their goods seized. ‘To avoid 
conscription, the right hon. Gentleman 
the Secretary of State for War appeared 
to him to have availed himself of the only 
alternative, namely, to strengthen the 
efficiency of their Auxiliary forces, and 
to do this he had very wisely and justly 
turned his attention to the Militia. He 
‘had served many yearsin the Militia, and 
should like to say a word in its favour. 
The Militia had done good service to the 
State for many generations. The vic- 
torious armies under Wellington in the 
Peninsular were largely composed of 
Militia, whose names were unrecorded in 
history. That force still remained the 
humble drudge, the Cinderella of the 
service. In this war thirty-five Militia 
battalions, comprising 24,000 men, had 
gone out voluntarily, and 13,000 in 
‘addition had served as Militia reserves in 
| the ranks of the Regular Army. He had 
| seen many officers who had been at the 
| front, and they told him that some of the 
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very best men they had had in their 
regiments had been the Militia Reserve. 
He believed that there were still Regular 
officers in the Regular Army who were 
inclined to sneer at the Militia, but not a 
single officer who had seen thair work in 
South Africa had anything but praise 
forthem. He wanted to encourage his 
right hon. friend to do his duty by the 
Militia, and to make them as efficient as 
they ought to be. As they would in 
future be sent out with their own officers 
and stiffened by the addition of the 
proposed Militia Reserve, he felt sure 
the Militia would render a _ good 
account of themselves. He would 
just give them one instance of what a 
Militia regiment could do. The A. and 
S. H. Militia were on active service in 
South Africa, and there happened to be 
a difficulty in getting mounted troops. 
At the instance of an active and enter- 
prising captain, a mounted section was 
formed which earned for itself the 
sobriquet of the “ Acrobats,’” but this 
small force soon became highly efficient, 
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| He had had a great many years experi 
ence of the Militia, and he could speak of 
its great value. He had seen young lads 
of seventeen or eighteen years of age 
join the Militia, and after undergoing 
their training they had gone back much 
improved in appearance. After follow- 
ing their employment at home for nine 
or ten months the same lads had returned 
to the training next year, and one could 
hardly believe that they were the same 
boys. In this way those lads had grown 
into men at their own expense. Their 
employers also spoke very highly as to 
the improvement they had undergone 
since they became militiamen, and they 
ought to remember that a militiaman 
only cost the country some £12 per 


Organisation. 


'annum, while a Regular soldier cost from 


and was constantly engaged under fire as | 


scouts in one of those advances to Lindley, 
and at Kroonstad the general officer 
commanding published a despatch, of 
which this is an extract— 


“The A. and S. H. Militia leave nothing to be 


£55 to £60 per annum. He had always 
found militiamen to be willing, obliging, 
and hearty fellows. 
Turning to the proposal in connection 
with the garrisonregiments, hefound him- 
self entirely in accord with the scheme, 
whichseemed to him to be amost thorough 
and businesslike proposal. The scheme 
killed two birds with one stone, for it 
supplied seasoned troops up to a certain 
age for service in garrisons where it was 


notoriously healthy for grown-up men, 


desired as reliable troops in action, and the | 


mounted branch when employed on recon- 
noitring duties are particularly bold scouts.” 


Having said that much, he would 
ask the Secretary of State for War 


to see that in future the equipment | 


of the Militia was better. At present 
their equipment left much to be 
desired ; in some cases it had been found 
that the slings on the rifles dated from 


that their belts and pouches fell to pieces 
when the pipe-clay was removed in order 
that they might be stained khaki colour. 


subject : ““ We have been struck with 


but that was not much consolation to 
them. No doubt the Militia had been 
below its standard for many years, and 
it had been the Cinderella of the forces. 
Lord Lansdowne said— 


_ useful work in a garrison. 


while growing lads would not thrive 
there in the same way. He had listened 
with interest to the remarks made on 
this point by the hon. and gallant 
Member for the Chelmsford Division 
of Essex. For many years after a 
soldier had completed his twelve years 
service he might be able to do some 
He felt that 


_the scheme was not perfect, but it would 


be impossible to devise a perfect scheme. 


before the time of the Crimean War, and | What he felt about this scheme put 


forward by the right hon. Gentleman 


| was that it was exceedingly elastic, and 


could easily be extended at any time if 


: .. | the money was forthcoming and circum- 
i sdowne sé ast year | 5 
Lord Lansdowne said last year upon this stances were favourable. 
she tanibiideiiery of maksiey: Mads of ated,” | doubt at the present time life in the Army 
7 7 aA re Ph. s Sy } 


There was no 


was not satisfactory. All the reports 
made by the Inspector General of 
Recruiting were very poor reading, more 
especially the last. Both the reports 


| issued this year and last year told them 


“The Militia is below its establishment, and | 
nobody regrets it more than I do; but it has 
been below the establishment for many years 
past. 


that whilst the war fever was on there 
were ample recruits forthcoming, but 
the difficulty was to attract a sufficient 
number of men to join the Army 
when there was no immediate prospect 











1547 Army 


of active service. These reports also 
state that the time was a long way off 
before the supply in times of peace would 
be greater than the demand. Under 
those circumstances was it not wise 
to try and find out the reasons for this ? 
His right hon. friend had said that he 
wished to make life more tolerable for 
these men. Anyone who had served in 
a regiment knew how monotonous 
barrack life became. The dress was 
costly and uncomfortable and unplea- 
sant for the men to wear. This, no 
doubt, led to a great wastage, which 
came to about 50 per cent. in three 
years. 

What undoubtedly was required was 
a somewhat more elastic system, and 
this, he thought, was what was aimed at 
in the right hon. Gentleman’s proposal 
for six army corps. As he understood 
the proposal, three of these army corps 
not first for active service would be 
largely composed of territorial regiments, 
and it would give the right hon. Gentle- 
man an opportunity of making the con- 
ditions of service more tolerable for the 
soldier. In the other army corps not so 
immediately required there appeared to 
be no earthly reason why a large portion 
of the men should not, at the discretion 
of the general officer commanding the 
district, be allowed to go on long terms 
of furlough in plain clothes after they 
had made themselves efficient in drill. 
If that could be done they would find that 
a great many of these men would be 
willing and anxious to take the oppor- 
tunity of earning a little money by ac- 
cepting engagements in seasonal trades. 
In that way the men would be physi- 
eally and morally better when called upon 
to go to the front than those who merely 
spent their time idling in barracks. That 
idea was supported by no less an authority 
than Lord Wolseley, who wrote to that 
effect in 1899 in his introduction to 
Colonel Henderson’s book, “ The Career 
of Stonewall Jackson.” He said— 

“ This Army to be large enough for our 
military requirements, and adapted to the 
character, the habits, and the traditions of the 
people Itis not necessary that the whole force 
should be serving during peace ; one half of it, 
provided it is periodically drilled and exercised, 
can be formed into a reserve; the essential 
thing is that it should be as perfect a weapon 
as can be forged.” 


That was the line he had sketched out, 


Mr. Cochrane. 
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and he thought we should adapt our army 
system to the character, the habits, and 
the traditions of the people. 

There was one point on which he would 
venture to make a remark. His right 
hon. friend the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant, in talking of the critics of the 
system, described one of them as aiming 
his blunderbuss at the Government. If 
he was critical in his very humble 
capacity his criticism was not aimed to 
wound his friends on the Front Bench. 
Referring to the condition of the army in 
India the hon. Member said that was one 
of the subjects that would require the 
-arnest attention of His Majesty's Govern- 
ment. Our system was to send out 
young soldiers to India after drilling them 
for two years. They became victims 
of the climate and of the scourge of 
enteric. The Army Medical Depart- 
ment report for 1898, with reference to 
service in India in relation to cases of 
enteric, showed that 91 per 1,000 of the 
young soldiers who went to India with 
one year’s service took the disease, and 
that in the case of men “with ten years 
service the number was only | per 1,000. 
The mortality from this cause was very 
striking. It amounted to 24 per 1,000 
amongst men of one year’s service, and 
} per 1,000 among those who had ten 
years service. These figures, which 
could not be controverted, showed that 
our system in India was not perfect. 
Every year from 30 to 40 per 1,000 were 
invalided home, while 100 per 1,000 
were constantly sick. Our army in 
India numbered 58,000, whereas it 
should be 75,000. He thought the 
Secretary of State for War should encou- 
rage some of the older soldiers to go out 
for garrison duty in India. The present 
scheme appeared to him to be excellent 
in idea, and would provide for an army 
at home such as we had never had before 
in respect of adequate training. On that 
and many other grounds he gave his 
most hearty support to the scheme. 


*Stirk CHARLES DILKE: The first 
part of the speech of the hon. Member 
for North Ayrshire, before he came to the 
part relating to the Militia, which he so 
much blessed, interested the House. The 
hon. Member appeared to vouch that Lord 
Roberts was in favour of this scheme. 
From internal reasons, which I shall 
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presently discuss, it seems to me impos-| face the enemies of the country. We 
sible to suppose that this can be a scheme | have always had an enormous number 
devised by Lord Roberts. I regard it as| of men ready for home service, but we 
absolutely the scheme of the Secretary of | want men whom we can send abroad, 
State for War and the Financial Secretary | and that number of men is diminished 
to the War Office, and it is to them | and not increased by the present scheme. 
that the credit is due, or the discredit. | The Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
1 am one of the great admirers of/| tenant stated to-night the net increase 
the Chief Secretary for Ireland and! under this scheme, and I am quite 
his speaking, but I do not know that | _ prepared to take his figure. I take it 
anyone who listened to his speech to- | this way, we lose the Militia Reserve 
night would think that his heart was in| at present available for service abroad, 
this scheme. A more half-hearted de-| and against that you put a few black 
fence, for a man of his immense powers | battalions and a few garrison battalions. 
of aan I never heard. [Cries of; They are fewer in number than the men 
No.”] I do not ask hon. Gentlemen | you cut off, and inferior in quality. 
opposite to take it on my authority, but} Therefore, I maintain that not only 
I believe the feeling I have expressed | is there no increase of the effective force 
is almost universally shared. | shall under this scheme, but an actual diminu- 
try in the course of my remarks to deal | tion of the number of that force. 
with the defence which the right hon.) Now I hope that in anything I say 
Gentleman offered for the scheme. The} about this scheme to-night I shall be 
hon. Member for North Ayrshire and the | fair, and I expect that hon. Members 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant | opposite will acknowledge the fairness 
both spoke of the great courage of the | of my remarks. I have always tried to 
Secretary of State for War in putting | look at these questions entirely irrespec- 
this scheme before the country. 1) tive of party, and I shall not be consciously 
confess that I myself am not able to see | guiltyof acting otherwise on thisoccasion. 
any courage in this scheme, because it|] frankly admit that the one thing 
appears to me to be a mere dressing-up | which does attract me in this scheme, if 
of that which existed already, to con-| the Government mean business by it, 
stitute no new departure, and not only | is the proposal for decentralisation. We 
no revolutionary change in our military | have heard talk of decentralisation in 
system, which some of us desire, but no | this country foralong time. I remember 
sweeping change, no such far-reaching | when the hon. Member the Secretary to 
change as has been made in our military | the Admiralty brought that very matter 
system on several previous occasions. | before the House, before he was a Mem- 
Therefore, I for one cannot admit the | ber of the Government —and I wish for 
courage of which those hon. Members | the purposes of this debate he had been a 
spoke. There is a great delusion in the) member of the military and not the 
popular mind that it adds to the military | naval department of the Government— 
strength of the countryand even increases | he, with his great knowledge, pointed 
the numbers of the army. The speech| out the enormous drawbacks in the 
of the Secretary of State for War at| way of making decentralisation in 
Guildford and other speeches seem | this country a reality as he desired. 
to have encouraged that delusion. I|On the 21st of July, 1899, he 
was talking the other day to two very| brought this matter before the House, 
able men, one of them a member of the} and the present Chief Secretary to 
Government, and the other one of the|the Lord Lieutenant, in reply to the 
ablest men in the permanent civil ser-| hon. Member, said that it was im- 
vice, and both of them were under the| possible to any great extent to modify 
impression that whatever else the paper|the present system, that he hoped no 
scheme does, at all events, it increased | exaggerated hopes would be entertained 
the number of the available forces of] of what could be done, and that the 
the country. I said it actually dimin- } nation was not going to relax its control 
ished the available forces of the country— | of the purse in military matters. That 
the forces enlisted for foreign service} was the ground he gave against the 
exnd capable of being sent abroad to/ further decentralisation of the Army 
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system which the hon. Member for West 
Belfast proposed. But we who have been 


all our life Army reformers claim credit | 
for having maintained the principles of | 


decentralisation, and so far as that part 
of the scheme is concerned we shall give 
them our support now. I confess that | 
agree with the hon. Member for Lich- 
field that, up to the present time, we 
have failed to elicit much information 
on the subject. Take, for instance, the 
question of transport—a very costly part 
of the Army. There is no money taken 
into account for transport in the present 
scheme, and an enormous amount of 
money will be required for that. We 
have few facts before us as to what this 
decentralisation is to be. I do not wish 
to look a gift horse in the mouth, and I 
do not wish to examine it too narrowly. 
We have had it claimed in this House for 
years that with the Curragh and Alder- 
shot commands there has been a great 
deal of decentralisation. We have not 
up to the present time had it in the least 
made clear to us how far these new mili- 
tary districts are to be decentralised. 1 
confess that I fear there will be constant 
friction, and pulling backwards and for- 
wards, and that decentralisation will 
present greater difficulties in those dis- 
tricts in which the Militia and Volunteers 
are to form part of the army corps than 
in the districts where Regular troops 
alone have to be dealt with. Having 
made that admission, I shall be most 
anxious to support anything in the scheme 
that really goes in the direction of de- 
centralisation. 

I should like to express the sur- 
prise with which I have noticed the 
change of tone both in the House 
and among the critics of the scheme 
outside. At first there was hardly a 
single man supporting the Government 
or generally favourable to their military 
views who did not say the scheme is in- 
tended to pave the way for conscription 
in some form. [Cries of * No.”] That 
was the almost universal opinion. [Cries 
of “ No.”] I am speaking of what I 
know. I cannot speak for hon. Members 
opposite who say “No.” It was the 
opinion expressed to me in this House 
by most of the Members with whom I 
am acquainted who take much interest 
in the subject, and I think it was the 
opinion of the Secretary of State. He 

Sir Charles Dill. 
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| told us that increasing the pay of the 
/Army would be useless in bringing in 
recruits, that it was doubtful whether 
we had not reached the limit of recruiting, 
and whether men could be obtained, and 
then he used words to the effect that we 
might have recourse to conscription as 
a last resort. This is a matter that has 
exercised a good deal of interest outside, 
and while that method may still have the 
support of some who, perhaps, have not 
given it sufficient consideration, there 


are few in favour of such a scheme 
as suitable to the particular cir- 
cumstances of this country. There 


is much to lead to the belief that there 
is a rooted difference of opinion on this 
subject among many of those who are 
at the very centre of the Government 
of the country in these military questions. 
The Secretary of State has expressed a 
considerable leaning towards conscrip- 
tion. The Financial Secretary to the 
War Office makes no secret of his view. 





I see his hand in the Yeomanry portion 
of the scheme, and I think he had a good 
deal to do with the military portion of the 
scheme. He has written. an article 
recently on this subject, in which he 
says— 

** Conscription may be a nasty pill for some 
to swallow ; but what is in a name? Let us 
call it universal service. Let us ask 
our fellow-countrymen ; to be ready 
at all times and in all places to guard and 
defend the national flag.” 


Before I dismiss this question may | 
point out that all these suggestions are 
merely putting off any settlement of the 
question. The Financial Secretary goes 
very far on this question—much further 
than the Secretary of State. I have 
quoted his view, but it is not the view 
of the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant, and I wish he had still a place in 
the War Office in order to develop those 
military opinions in which he made such 
rapid progress while there. When my 
hon. friend the Member for West Belfast 
brought this matter before the House 
the Secretary of State for War, in another 
place, had suggested that some day we 
might have to resort to conscription. 
The Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant, on the 21st of July, 1899, said— 

“No greater travesty of the speech that 
my noble friend did make could be imagined. 








One third of that speech was devoted to pouring 





1552 
f the 
ig in 
ether 
ting, 
and 
it we 
n as 
- has 
side, 
> the 
> not 
here 
eme 
cir- 
here 
here 
this 
are 
nent 
ons. 
ad a 
orip- 
the 
iew. 
tion 
rood 
the 
ticle 

he 


ome 
5 us 
;ask 
addy 
and 


are 
the 
FOeS 
her 
ave 
iew 
ieu- 
> iN 
Ose 
ich 
my 
ast 
Use 
her 


On. 
ell- 


hat 


vec. 
3 ® 


ing 





1553 Army 


buckets of cold water upon the idea that we | 


were w ithin measurable distance of conscrip- 
tion.” 


The Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 


tenant, if I may make one more refer- | 
on land forces out of the Civil Votes, 


ence to his former views, said on the | 
2nd of March, 1899—-“ Our Army | 
must be a voluntary Army, and it 
must not be extravagantly dear.” 


I confess that the present scheme, at | 


any rate, appears to be extravagantly 


dear. The House must dismiss in this | 
| of between £51,750,000 and £59,750,000 


debate all questions of any attempt to 
resort to conscription. 
jecting to that on principle. I am 
objecting for practical reasons. It is 
inapplicable to the needs of this country, 
and if applied, it could be applied only 
to home defence. I believe, however, 


that the most effective form of home| 
The scheme of | 


defence is the Fleet. 
the Secretary for War is a somewhat 
shadowy plan, of which the cost is 
gigantic, while the actual return to be 
given for it is small or nil in actual 
striking power. The cost of the arma- 


ments of this country is gigantic, and | 
of effective strength. 
‘this enormous 


I have never thought that the return 
we obtain for the enormous cost is 
adequate in the case of the Army as com- 
pared with the Fleet. In the case of the 
Fleet we get something for the money 
we spend. 

I am not, however, a mere economist. 
I want to spend a great deal of money on 
what I think good objects for the public 
service. The cost is already gigantic, 
and it is fast rising, and in the last few 


years it has been rapidly increasing | 
without a sufficient return for the money | 


spent. The cost of the Home Army 
in a normal year of peace has risen 


from £18,000,000 to £32,000,000, in- | 


cluding works. We cannot usefully 


consider the expense during the war, | 
that there is a question about a thing, 


because it is almost impossible to dis- 
sociate the war expenditure from the 
ordinary expenditure from day to day, 
but during the four years before the war 


the number of men, In the four years 


from lst January, 1895, to 1899 there | 


has been no increase at all in the available | 
number of men, though there has been | 
an enormous increase of expense. The | 
stationary nature of the Army has been | 
caused by the inability of the Govern- 
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I am not ob-| 


‘that with the 
|you spend on the Fleet, 
‘tangible result in the Fleet ; but we do 
not equally see the same tangible result 


| finality. 
‘has said that 
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ment to obtain recruits, although the 
standard has been constantly lowered. 
The cost of the Army in a normal year 
of peace is £29,685,000, £2,500,000 
for military works, and a million spent 


making a total of £33,000,000. The 
military expenditure in India is from 


| £17,000,000 to £25,000,000, according 


to the rate of the rupee; Crown 
colonies, £500,000 ;_ the self-governing 
colonies, £1,250,000; making a total 


sterling, according to the rate at 
which the rupee is taken. Comparing 
£31,000,000 which 
we see a 


in the British Army, and we say that 
the Army is very dear in regard to cost. 
The definite proposition which I wish 
to make to the House is that after 
making all deductions for new arma- 
ments and new comforts, as alleged to- 
night, there has been an overwhelming 
increase of cost without any increase 
But, in spite of 
increase of expense, 
and concession to the soldiers’ demands, 
you cannot get the men, and that it is 
which robs this scheme of any feature of 
The Secretary of War himself 
though the numbers 
remain: the same, the men cannot be 


got, and that it is a question whether 
‘we have not reached the limit of re- 


cruiting ; and Lord Roberts made a 
speech on Thursday last, in which he 
put the dots on the i’s and told us that 
we must adopt one or other of two 
remedies. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I must point out 
that there is a difference between saying 


and the assertion, which the right hon. 


' Gentleman has made two or three times, 
‘that I said that it could not be done. 
there has been this enormous increase in | 
military expenditure, and no increase in 


*Srr CHARLES DILKE: Let the House 
consider what the facts will be. We hava 
had the greatest possible difficulty in e 
| bumper year of recruiting in making up 
‘'thenumber. And yet, immediately after 
the war, we shall be faced with the com- 
| plete depletion of the Reserves, and with 


| the necessity of sending three years 
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drafts to India. Such a call will be made 
on the recruiting resources of the country 
as has never been made upon them 
before. If we only just got the numbers 
in a bumper year, with an enormous 
reduction of the standard, with 34 per 
cent. taken under that low standard, 
how can we expect for one moment to 
get the men we shall require at the close 
of this war? The hon. Member for 


Army 
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the Fareham Division says, like Lord | 


Roberts, that in 


men we must increase the wages, or 


order to get the) 


alter the terms of the engagement, or | 


both. It is very doubtful to me whether 
we must immediately raise the pay of all 


our regular forces ; | do not think we need | 
I entirely agree with what fell | 


to do so. 


from the Leader of the Opposition on | 
that subject. It is an observation of all | 
those who have considered this question | 
that it would not be needful to raise the | 
pay of those who are willing to accept the | 


present terms. If we are not going to 


raise the standard, and if we are still | 


going to take the same boys, we can no | 


doubt get them on the present terms. 


But it is as certain to me as to the Com- | 


mander-in-Chief that we shall have to 
raise substantially the pay of a proportion 
of our foreign-service troops. 


The hon. | 


Member for the Fareham division has | 


worked out the figures in a way that most | 


tells against his views; but even supposing 


| 


| House. 


that the cost is to be as large as he put it, | 
of agreeing to a large increase of pay to | 


virtually our whole regular forces, that 


is a small amount to what the Govern- | 


ment wasted last year upon the Royal 
Reserve regiments. 


The Secretary of | 


State for War in his speech on the Esti- | 


mates told us it would be useless to raise 
the pay unless we doubled it. The men 
do not in a time of peace get a clear 


shilling a day, and the 1s. 9d. or 1s. 10d. | 
suggested is something like doubling the 


present rate of pay ; and I think we may 
admit that there is practical agree- 


ment between those who propose and. 
those who oppose the scheme as to what | 


we should have to expend in the case 


where the highest rate of pay is to be) 


given. According to the Inspector 


General for Recruiting, the men pre-| 


ferred a short term of engagement, and 
I believe that by following his suggestion, 


Sir Charles Dille. 
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who would accept the lower rate of pay, 
and a comparatively small number of 
men to take longer service, to whom the 
higher rate of pay would appeal. As to 
whether the increase should go by an 
annual rate or with an increment is a 
question of detail, and one on which the 
Inspector General of Recruiting could 
throw far more light than we can. But 
an average increase, such as that to 
which the Secretary for War has alluded, 
and which the hon. Member for the Fare- 
ham Division has proposed, would, I am 
convinced, give us what we need for our 
longer service—men who would not be 
sent backwards and forwards continually. 
Now, the War Office have always set 
their faces against this scheme. They 
said that it would be costly, and against 
the interests of India; although the 
Indian Government took the opposite 
view. If we were to try the increased 
pay, apart from the Indian Government, 
which might, in this matter, make its own 
arrangements, it would cost for the peace 
foreign service portion cf our Army 
£600,000 a year. So that between the 
maximum of £3,000,000 and the mini- 
mum of £600,000 we have the whole 
increase of pay. The statement made 
by the Financial Secretary to the War 
Office in a speech he made in Lancashire 
confirms the view I have put before the 
Now, Sir, this scheme is alleged 
by an hon. Member to be the scheme 
of Lord Roberts rather than the scheme 
of the Government itself. Lord Roberts 
made a speech on the subject the other 
day at Salisbury, and what did he recom- 
mend? He said—‘One way might be 
to increase the soldier's wage or to 
alter the terms of his engagement; or it 
might be necessary to try both these 
remedies.” That was his suggestion. 


Mr. BRODRICK : 


system prevails. 


lf 


the present 


*Sirk CHARLES DILKE: Exactly ; 
but you are unable to go beyond what 
the Inspector General of Recruiting 
has told us, namely, whether the re- 
cruiting has not reached its limit. 
The present system will not raise 
the additional number required, and 


( ‘that you will have to meet, imme- 
by taking men for a two years engage-| diately after the war, a demand such as 
ment, we could get a large number of men has never before been made. I confess 
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I cannot see that it is possible to avoid 
the conclusion that, when Lord Roberts 
went to make that speech, he perfectly 
knew that the views he expressed with 
such force a few years ago now hold the 
field, and that weshall have to revert to 
the views which I and many of us in this 
House have frequently proposed. The 
Secretary of State has argued upon this 


subject that we are merely foolish in 


recommending anything of the nature 
of what he calls separate armies ; and the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant, 
who discussed this subject when he was 
at the War Office, alluded to the subject 
to-night very skilfully, and courteously 
informed the House that he had had a 
conversation with Lord Roberts, who 
had told him that he had given up the 
idea about separate armies for India and 
home defence. We know that Lord 
toberts many years ago expressed that 
opinion very fully.—[An Hon. MemBer : 
You held it yourself] If I ever held it, 
I have not for fourteen or fifteen years, 
or at any rate expressed it in this House. 
I therefore put it out of sight. I point 
out that the pay question, the conscrip- 
tion question, or a change in the terms 
of engagement, all raise the question, not 
in the form of a separate army, but in the 
form of a quite separate system of engage- 
ment. If you have conscription it does 
not apply to the Indian Army, and that 
would differentiate the two systems. 
The Chief Secretary said that Lord 
Roberts had in view a greater elasticity 
in relation to the terms of engagement. 
That lies at the root of the whole question, 
and it is useless to come here with a 
scheme when you have not increased 
the pay or altered the terms of engage- 
ment. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I do not wish to 
interrupt the right hon. Gentleman, but 
we have altered the terms of the engage- 
ment. We have agreed to a_ three 
years engagement. It is merely a 
question of administration ; you cannot 
dislocate the existing system all at once. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: The three 
years system was tried before the war, 
at first with a low term of pay, and after- 
wards with the same terms of pay, and 
we helped the right hon. Gentleman to 
vanquish the Treasury on that matter. 
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It was tried on a very small scale, and 
the Inspector General of Recruiting said 
that on those conditions it would never 
have a fair chance, but that still he 
welcomed it as an instalment. I am 
glad to hear that the Government are 
going to try it further. Their adven- 
ture in this direction is very slight, and 
their steps very short, compared with 
those we would have them take. Why, 
for example, should there be an abso- 
lute distinction between the Militia and 
the Regular Army. The most cautious 
reformers will find it impossible to justify 
the present rigid division between short 
service in the Militia and in the Regular 
Army. Lord Roberts has given up the 
views expressed on 14th February, 1881, 
when. he said—* What we really require 
are two armies—a home and _ foreign 
service army. The former some sort 
of Militia and Reserves.” But Lord 
Roberts retains his views as expressed 
in 1884 and 1892 that “eight years 
is too long for a man who proposes to 
return to civil life. Those who 
do not desire to make the Army a pro- 
fession should have a short term of 
service.’ One of the things which con- 
vinces me that the country will insist 
on trying one or other of these remedies 
—the increase of the soldier’s pay, or 
the alteration in the terms of engage- 
ment, or both—is the fact of the enor- 
mous waste which takes place at 
the present time before they come to 
the Reserve. The clear idea we ought 
to form on this subject is that the cost 
is continually increasing, and that the 
return of the actual men available for 
service is not increasing. That is where 
the present system breaks down, and 
we accept the alternative put before us 
of increase of pay or improvement in 
the terms of service. 

Now, the motion of the Secretary 
of State for War confuses the 
issue before the House, because it 
puts forward as the main matter 
worthy of consideration the formation 
of six army corps, suggesting in this 
way that these army corps are something 
of the nature of French or German 
army corps. The Secretary of State fer 
War seems to me, so far as regards 
numbers, to leave us exactly where we 
were. Only the first two army corps 
were to consist wholly of regulars, and 
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thus to go abroad,and he was to bring 
home thirteen battalions. But his Navy 
scheme has broken down. He sub- 
stitutes for these thirteen battalions 
some black troops and the garri- 
son regiment. The third army corps 
is a mixed corps, containing Militia 
and Yeomanry intended to serve in 
Ireland, and the fourth, fifth, and sixth 
army corps are composed almost en- 
tirely of Militia, Yeomanry, and Volun- 
teers. Now, supposing that South Africa 
only needs a force thirteen battalions 
larger than the absurdly small force 
allowed for in the scheme, there will be 


{COMMONS} 





no Regular troops available for the 
fourth, fifth, and sixth army corps. | 
Some have supposed that this scheme, | 
as regards army corps, would be diffe- | 
rent from some previous schemes, be- | 
cause it recognises the position of the | 
Militia. But, in the 1875 scheme | 
the same credit was asked for the Militia 
as in the scheme submitted to-night. 
When the scheme of 1875 was mentioned | 
to-night the Secretary of State for War | 
said that that was a paper scheme. I 
wish that the right hon. Gentleman 
would read some of the passages in the 
debates of that time. We all know now 
that it was a paper scheme; but I 
confess that there is a great deal in 
the present scheme which leads one to 
think that twenty years after this it will 
be regarded as a paper scheme too. In 
1875 Mr. Gathorne Hardy said that 
“the ballot in favour of compulsory 
service in the Militia was growing in 
favour,” and that right hon. Gentleman | 
put forward almost the same suggestion 
as the present Secretary of State for War. 
He said that there should be eight army | 
corps, equal to 64 battalions of Regulars 
and 104 battalions of Militia, and that 
he would utilise 134,000 Militia. He | 
even told us that “the very hours in 
the time tables had been worked out by | 
the Government with a view to the 
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Militia and Volunteers. At Guildford 
on Ist May this year the present Secre- 
tary for War said that “the Government 
would provide six army corps for service 
at home, and that they would prepare 
120,000 men for service in any part of 
the world—a provision which no Govern- 
ment ever submitted to the country 
before.” But Mr. Brodrick said in 
1898, ‘‘ We put into the field three army 
corps, or 112,000 men. We have 120,000 
men in garrison.”’ Where is the increase 
in the Regular troops now? Where is 
the improvement on Mr. Gathorne 
Hardy’s system ? On 2nd March, 1899, 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant told us that the Government had 
provided “three army corps and four 
cavalry brigades of Regulars.” Well, 
the expenditure of the Empire on 
land forces at that time was estimated 
by me at 40 millions, but it is now 


estimated at from 51} to 59? millions 


sterling, and there is no increase in 
the numbers that are vouched for to 
Parliament. It is six army corps 


‘that are to be provided, not on paper, as 


were Mr. Gathorne Hardy’s eight army 
corps, but with their staffs and transport. 
The transport, however, is not provided, 
and it is a matter which shows how little 
the House ought to part with this scheme 
before it thoroughly understands it, that 


'we do not know what is the expenditure 
‘in which, by this scheme, we shall be 
‘involved in future years. As regards the 
| staff, it is curious to notice what a change 


has come over the spirit of the dream in 
the last two or three years. The Govern- 


/ment were then taking credit with the 
| House for cutting down the staff. The 


present Secretary of State for War on 
25th February, 1898, told the House 


| that— 


“On the staffs alone we cut down £20,000 a 


| year, and we propose to carry these reductions 


further. At this moment we see our 
way to amalgamate two of the existing district 
commands.” 





concentration of the eight army corps.” | In fact, he was claiming that decentralisa- 
We are now told by the right hon. | tion was being carried as far as possible, 
Gentleman that that was a paper scheme, | and that he hoped hon. Members of the 
and this leads me to think, as I have} House would not interfere with the 
said, that this, too, is to a paper scheme. ischeme, as all those reforms hanged 
Where is the novelty, then, of this pre- together. The central position was that 
sent proposal of the Government over | the staffs were to be cut down. Why are 
that of Mr. Gathorne Hardy? The! they now being increased ? 

eight army corps of Mr. Gathorne | Mr. BRODRICK: What are the actual 
Hardy were largely composed _ of | words ? 

Sir Charles Dilke. 
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*Sir CHARLES DILKE: I 


{13 May 1901} 


have | 
quoted the actual words ; I do not want 
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scheme we rely on the Yeomanry, which 
have not been obtained, and which, if 


to take advantage of little niggling points. | Obtained, will be perfectly untrained and 


The large question is, “ What is the object | 
of army corps?” The object is that | 
we should be able to send organised bodies 
of troops abroad, and to furnish ready- | 
made units for war. Well, it seems to me | 
that these army corps cannot be used as 
units for war, whatever transport and 
staff you give them, except the two | 
which are composed of Regular troops. | 
The transport is the heaviest charge, and 
the War Office does not seem to have the 
least idea of what the figures will be. | 
Ido not think the third Irish corps is | 
available for service abroad as a mixed | 
corps, which it is intended it should be. 
As regards the fourth, fifth, and sixth 
corps no one can, for a moment, suppose 
that they will ever take the field as 
organised units, ready for war, com- 
manded by those who commanded them 
in time of peacc. The Secretary of State 
for War says that you could send out 
an army corps composed of regiments of 
Militia and Volunteers—two-fifths of the 
latter men whose only service has been 
thirteen days in camp for half of them— 
as a corps organised for service in war. 
The Secretary of State believes it ; but I 
think the hon. Gentleman is almost alone 
in the House and in the country in 
believing it. As regards the Volunteer 
artillery, I believe in it, if partially paid. 
But that is a side issue. As regards the 
cavalry, they are not yet raised. I do not | 
believe you will get the men, or, if you do, | 
that they are capable of taking their | 
place as cavalry in the sense applied | 
to the term in European armies. | 
As regards the Imperial Yeomanry, 
we have the name, and it is said 
that it is a matter of nomenclature; 
but I think there is more in it 
than that. We have believed that, if 
there was one lesson to be learned from 
the war, it is the need for Regular mounted 
infantry battalions, and, when the Finan- 
cial Secretary to the War Office argued 
against it, he said, with a frankness 
which disarmed criticism, that he ad- 
mitted that all opinion was against him. 
That, then, has passed by. But no new 
mounted infantry are created, no new 
eavalry are created. We remain with 
our old short establishment of cavalry. 
And for all our cavalry in this new 




















not liable to service abroad. It seems 
to me grotesque to call that force “ Im- 
perial Yeomanry.” I have heard hon. 
Members claim that, whatever might be 
urged against this war, it had brought 
the Empire together. Surely it would 
have been possible to take advantage of 
the feeling of the colonies, and while the 
feeling of the colonies was what it was 
recently, and is still, to have created a 
force of real Imperial Yeomanry. We 
have been told that a suggestion of this 
kind should come from the colonies them- 
selves, but this has come trom the colonies. 
The great colony of New Zealand, which 
has made greater sacrifices for this war 
than any other colony, has put forward 
a scheme. Surely it would have been 
possible to have sent such a man as Lord 
Jersey or Lord Carrington, or some 
other successful colonial governor, to 
Sir Wilfrid Laurier in Canada and to the 
Commonwealth Ministers in Australia 
to arrange a scheme to which they would 
agree, and come before this House with a 
real scheme for an Imperial Yeomanry. 
The scheme which is before us to-night 
is petty, and calculated to defeat the 
larger scheme which all of us had in our 
minds. 

Now, Sir, I have done. Appeals have 
been made throughout the country for 
this House to disregard party on this 
question. It is easy for those who do 
not wish to disregard party to find 
reasons for not disregarding it. I can 
only say we should, all of us, try and 
avoid party as much as we can in this 
matter. I feel, apart from party, there 
are few competent men upon the oppo- 
site side of the House who approve of 
this scheme; but, apart from that, may 
we not feel the deepest regret that a 
magnificent opportunity has been sacri- 
ficed—a great chance has been thrown 
away? While we are all pledged to a 
thorough, sweeping, and almost revolu- 
tionary reconstruction of the Army, 
we have failed to rise to the hopes of the 
country. Is there any competent autho- 
rity who really believes that the right 
hon. Gentleman upon this occasion has 
made the best of his opportunities ? 

Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL (Old- 
ham): I find myself differing on this 
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oceasion from the right hon. Baronet | 
the Member for the Forest of Dean, and 
although we are on different sides of the 
House, I regret that I do not differ from | 
him in the right way at all. He is very | 
| 


Army 


anxious to increase the cost of the Army. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: No. 


WINSTON CHURCHILL: I 
I understand 


MR. 
have put the words down. 
he is anxious to increase the cost of the | 
Army in some respects, and he has) 
delivered a speech which is of very great | 
weight, coming as it does from one who | 
is justly entitled to be considered a 
military expert. I think that the right 
hon. Baronet is also a remarkable in- 
stance of a very peculiar phenomenon. | 
I have always noticed that whenever 
a Radical takes to Imperialism he catches , 
it in a very acute form. That, perhaps, 
explains the vigorous manner in which 
the right hon. Baronet has defended 
further military expenditure at this 
juncture. I have no doubt the House 
has been powerfully impressed by the 
speech delivered on this side by my right 
hon. friend the Chief Secretary for 
Ireland. I think we may congratulate 
ourselves On the return of the Chief Secre- 
tary to the theatre of war, in which he 
had previously earned such a distin- 
guished reputation. We have heard | 
from him a very illuminating and com- 
prehensive speech on the Army question, | 
and I for one have always regarded it 
as rather unfair that my right hon. | 
friend, who more than any other Minister | 
was responsible for encouraging the 
nation to embark on this course of mili- 
tary expenditure, should escape into the 
secluded tranquillity of the Irish Office | 
and leave to the Secretary for War the 
duty of facing the storm that this ex- 
penditure has excited and is arousing. | 
But I cannot follow my right hon. friend 
on this occasion as I have followed him | 
in the past, and as I hope to follow him 
in the future. I wish to complain very | 
respectfully, but most urgently, that 
the Army Estimates involved by the | 


{COMMONS} 
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grave mistake in Imperial policy to spend 
thirty millions a year on the Army. I 
hold that the continued increase in Army 
expenditure cannot be viewed by sup- 
porters of the Government without the 
greatest alarm and apprehension, and 
by Members who represent working class 
constituencies without extreme dislike. 

I desire to urge considerations of 
economy on His Majesty’s Government, 
and asa practical step that the number of 
soldiers which they propose to keep ready 
for expeditionary purposes should be sub- 
stantially reduced. First of all I exclude 
altogether from this discussion the cost 
of the South African War. Once you 
are so unfortunate as to be drawn into 
a war, no price is too great to pay for an 
early and victorious peace. All economy 
of soldiers or supplies is the worst ex- 
travagance in war. 1am concerned only 
with the Estimates for the ordinary 
service of the year, which are increasing 
at such a rate that it is impossible to view 
them without alarm. Does the House 
realise what British expenditure on 
armaments amounts to! See how our 
Army Estimates have grown—seventeen 
millions in 1894, eighteen in 1897, nine- 
teen in 1899, twenty-four in 1900, and 
finally in the present year no less than 
twenty-nine millions eight hundred 
thousand. Indeed we are moving 
rapidly, but in what direction? Sir. 
I see in this acclerating increase the 
momentum of a falling body and a down- 
ward course. I do not wish to reproach 


the Secretary of State for War for the 


enormous Estimates now presented. He 
is not to blame. The Secretary of State 
for War does not usually direct, or even 
powerfully influence, the policy of a 
Government. He is concerned with 
his own Department, and it is his business 
to get all he can for that Department. 


I must say the right hon. Gentleman 


appears to have done his work remark- 
ably well. Indeed, if the capacity of a 
War Minister may be measured in any 
way by the amount of money he can 
obtain from his colleagues for military 
purposes, the right hon. Gentleman will 
most certainly go down to history as the 


scheme lately explained by the Secretary | greatest War Minister this country has 


of State for War are much too high, and | ever had. 


I think this House ought to 


ought to be reduced, if not this year, /take a wider view of our Imperial re- 
certainly at the conclusion of the South | sponsibilities than is perhaps possible 


African campaign. 
Mr. Winston Churchill. 


[ regard it as a} from the windows of the War Office. 
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If I might be allowed to revive a half- | 
forgotten episode—it is half-forgotten 
because it has passed into that period of 
twilight which intervenes between the 
bright glare of newspaper controversy 
and the calm rays of the lamp of history 
—I would recall that once on a time a 
Conservative and Unionist Administra- 
tion came into power supported by a 
large majority, nearly as powerful, and 
much more cohesive, than that which 
now supports His Majesty's Government, 
and when the time came round to con- 
sider the Estimates the usual struggle 
took place between the great spending 


Departments and the Treasury. I 
say “usual”; at least it used to 
be so, [ do not know’ whether 


it is so now. The Government of 
the day threw their weight on the side 
of the great spending Departments, and 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer resigned. 
The controversy was bitter, the struggle 
uncertain, but in the end the Govern- 
ment triumphed, and the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer went down for ever, and 
with him, as it now seems, there fell also 
the cause of retrenchment and economy, 
so that the very memory thereof seems 
to have perished, and the words them- 
selves have a curiously old-fashioned ring 
about them. I suppose that was a lesson 
which Chancellors of the Exchequer were 
not likely to forget in a hurry. I should 
like, if I might be permitted, to read the 
passage, which appears extremely rele- 
vant to the question now before the House 
Writing from the Carlton Club on the 
22nd of December, 1886, the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, in resigning his office, 
wrote to Lord Salisbury, who had 
pointed out the desperate state of Europe 
and the possibilities of immediate war, 
very much in the same way as he has 
done recently. The Chancellor of the 


. 


Exchequer replied as follows—— 


“The great question of public expenditure 
is not so technical or departmental as might 
be supposed by a superficial critic. Foreign 
policy and free expenditure upon armaments 
act and react upon one another.” 


That has been said before in this debate, 
and it is what the Chief Secretary for | 
Ireland called a hackneyed tag. I think, 
with as much reason, you might also call 
the Ten Commandments a hackneyed tag. 


“A wise foreign policy will extricate Eng: | 
land from Continental struggles and keep | 
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her outside of German, Russian, French, 
or Austrian disputes. I have for some 


time observed a tendency in the Govern- 
ment attitude to pursue a different line of 
action, which I have not been able to modify 
or check. This tendency is certain to be 
accentuated if large Estimates are presented 
to and voted by Parliament. The possession 
of a very sharp sword offers a temptation 
which becomes irresistible to demonstrate the 
efficiency of the weapon in a practical manner. 
I remember the vulnerable and _ scattered 
character of the Empire, the universality of 
our commerce, the peaceful tendencies of our 
democratic electorate, the hard times, the 
pressure of competition, and the high taxation 
now imposed: and with these facts vividly 
before me I decline to be a party to en- 
couraging the military and militant circle of 
the War Office and Admiralty to join in the 
high and desperate stakes which other nations 
seem to be forced to risk.” 


Wise words, Sir, stand the test of time, 
and I am very glad the House has 
allowed me, after an interval of fifteen 
years, to lift again the tattered flag of 
retrenchment and economy. But what 
was the amount of the annual Estimates 
on which this desperate battle was 
fought? It may be difficult for the 
House to realise it, though it is within 
the memory of so many hon. Members. 
“The Estimates for the year,” said the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, in resign- 
ing, “‘ for the two services amount to no 
less than £31,000,000, and I cannot 
consent to that.” What are the Esti- 
mates we are asked to vote now? We 
are now asked to vote, quite irrespective 
of the drain of a costly war still in progress, 
something more than fifty-nine millions 
for the ordinary service of the year. 

This incident which I have been bring- 
ing to the mind of the House did not 
happen a century ago. It is quite recent 
history. The Leader of the House was 
already a famous Minister, the present 
Chancellor had already been Leader of the 
House, Lord Salisbury was already Prime 
Minister, when thirty-one millions was 
considered by the Treasury a demand 
which ought to be resisted tooth and nail. 
What has happened in the meanwhile to 
explain this astonishing increase? Has 


the wealth of the country doubled ? Has 


the population of the Empire doubled ? 
Have the armies of Europe doubled? Is 
the commercial competition of foreign 
nations so much reduced? Are we 
become the undisputed master in the 
markets of the world? Is there no 
poverty at home? Has the English 
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Channel dried up, and are we no longer | I confess 1 never heard anything like 


an island? Is the revenue so easily 
raised that we do not know how to spend 


it? Are the Treasury buildings pulled | 


down, and all our financiers fled ? What 
has happened to explain this extraordi- 
nary change? During the few weeks | 
have been a Member of this House I have 
heard hon. Members advocate many 
causes, but no voice is raised in the cause 
of economy. The Financial Secretary to 
the War Office, who above all should 
keep some eye on the purse strings, 
speaking the other night at some dinner, 
boasted that he was not animated by 
any niggardly spirit of economy. Not 
one voice is raised for reduced expendi- 
ture and lightening the public burden, 
if I may except, in order to be quite 
correct, the protests raised and the cries 
for economy from the Irish benches 
economy of money, not economy of time 
—and even through the Irish protests 
for economy, I am sorry to say, there ran 
the melancholy dirge, “ and how much 
is Ireland going to get out of it?’’ How 
can this tendency to extravagant expendi- 
ture be checked ? The Opposition can 
do nothing. Of course, we shall outvote 
them. The House has no control what- 
ever over Supply. The Treasury can do 
nothing against the great spending 
Departments, and in view of the fate that 
befell the last Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, who was obdurate, can we 
wonder that the present distinguished 
occupant of that office has been compelled 
to bow before the storm? The Chan- 
eellor of the Exchequer gave an extra- 
ordinary reason for not objecting to, but 
supporting, this military expenditure. 
He said it had been demanded, that it 
was popular. Expenditure always is 
popular ; the only unpopular part about 
it is the raising of the money to pay the 
expenditure. But if that is an extra- 
ordinary reason, it is nothing to that put 
forward by my right hon. friend to-night, 
who asked pathetically, “‘ What are we 
to do with our generals ?”’ When they | 
come home from South Africa with no 
more worlds to conquer they must keep 
their hands in, and they must be pro- 
vided with an army, even if it does cost 
thirty millions a year, to enable them 
to keep their hands in, and to, 





that before. I had always been led to 
believe that the generals existed for the 
Army, and not the Army for the generals, 
The phrase ** happy-go-lucky self-indul- 
gence,” which was used by my hon. 
friend, seems to me to come in very 
appropriately somewhere about here. 
My right hon. friend is content to arm 
me with a blunderbuss. Well, a blunder- 
buss is a traditional weapon with which 
the British householder defends himself 
from those who seek to plunder him. 
Though it isa very antiquated and obsolete 
weapon, yet at close quarters, at about 
the range at which my right hon. friend 
is sitting now, it has been found very 
effective. I stand here to plead the 
cause of economy. I think it is about 
time that a voice was heard from this 
side of the House pleading that unpopular 
‘ause ; that someone not on the bench 
opposite, but a Conservative by tradition, 
whose fortunes are linked indissolubly 
to the Tory party, who knows some- 
thing of the majesty and power of Britain 
beyond the seas, upon whom _ rests 
no taint of cosmopolitanism, should 
stand forward and say what he can 
to protest against the policy of daily in- 
creasing the public burden. If such a 
one is to stand forward in such a eause, 
then, I say it humbly, but with I hope 
becoming pride, no one has a_ better 
right than I have, for this is a cause I 
have inherited, and a cause for which 
the late Lord Randolph Churchill made 
the greatest sacrifice of any Minister of 
modern times. Now, bearing all that in 
mind, I come to the scheme of the 
Secretary of State. I do not propose to 
consider that scheme in detail, that 
would be an interminable labour. When 
the right hon. Gentleman introduced 
the scheme—in a speech of surpassing 
clearness—it looked genuine, but in the 
weeks that have passed since he dis- 
closed it to the House it has been sadly 
knocked about, crushed in the press, 
and exploded in the magazines, and has 


' excited nothing but doubt in the country. 


The number of Amendments on the 
Paper shows the feeling of the House, 


|and I know what some of the soldiers 


say about it. I do not feel equal to 
repeating their expressions here—but 


save them from getting out of practice.|I shall be delighted to inform any 
I am, I know, a very young man, but | hon. Member desiring information pri- 


Mr. Winston Churchill. 
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vately. It is no good mincing matters. | 
This is not the best scheme that could 
be devised. I do not say that it does | 
not contain any wise and ingenious | 
provisions, nor that it will not give) 
strength tothe Army. Material strength | 
is expected even in this | 


Army 


country | 
to follow great expenditure of money. | 
But if the truth must be told, although 
this scheme involves an expenditure of | 
nearly £30,000,000 a year, with further 
increases in prospect, it nevertheless 
leaves most of the great questions 
connected with Army reform almost 
entirely untouched. But what could 
be expected? The ordinary duties of, 
a Minister are, I have always understood, 
sufficiently arduous. The War Office 
is a particularly hard job even in peace | 
time. But we are at war. Not only 
has the Secretary of State to defend in | 
this House every act of military policy 
big or little, but he has also to see—I | 
hope it will not escape his attention— 
that an Army of more than two hundred | 
thousand men actively engaged with | 
the enemy lacks nothing that wealth 
or science can produce. Now that | 
ought to be enough for the energy even 
of the right hon. Gentleman. Why, 
Sir, the labours of Hercules are nothing 
to it. But all this is not enough for the | 
insatiable industry of the right hon. | 
Gentleman. He must, forsooth,  re-| 
arrange the internal mechanism of the | 
War Office. He must take his engines 
to pieces while the ship is beating up 
under full steam against the gale. That 
is not all. No; in the few moments of | 
leisure that fall to a public man in this | 
country he must thoroughly reorganise | 
and reform the whole system of the 
Army. Who can wonder that he has | 
increased the quantity of his output 
only to the detriment of the quality, as 
happens to literary men? I had put 
down an Amendment, which it will not | 
be in order now to move, which to my | 
mind possesses advantages over that 
we are now discussing. In the first 
place, it removed the question from the 
party sphere in which it now lies, and in | 
which it must now be decided. In the | 
second place, it provided the Govern- | 
ment with a means of retreat from the | 
very uncomfortable position in which | 
they have managed to get themselves. | 
I do not expect hon. members on this | 
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side will agree with me, and I recognise 
that 1 am putting considerable strain 
upon their forbearance by the view 
I take of this matter, but I ask them for 
their indulgence while I state my view. 
My view is that we should have gone 
on with ordinary reforms which do not 
involve a large increase of expenditure, 
either of money or men, the better 
selection and promotion of officers, 


'a question which the Secretary of State 


has shown himself willing to carry out 


'with unflinching courage, the provision 
‘of better arms and the gradual adoption 


of new military material and weapons, 
What is calledin The Times this morning 
the “grandiose’’—that is the word for 
which I have been looking—the grandiose 
portion of the scheme should be post- 
poned until such time as the South 
African war has assumed its true pro- 
portions in our eyes, and the men now in 
South Africa best qualified to do so 
have come home to give their attention 
to the reorganisation of the Army, and 
until those managing the War Office are 


relieved from the high pressure at 


which they are now working. That 


|is a tale that has not been unfolded, and 


this question is now before the House 
on party lines. I confess | am unable 
to support the resolution of the Govern- 
ment; but the Amendment of the 
Leader of the Opposition does not attract 
me any more. His differences are 
differences of detail, not of principle. 
My objections are objections of principle. 
I hold it is unwise to have no regard to 
the fact that in this reform we are di- 
verting national resources from their 
proper channels of development. It 
may be argued that if other nations 
increase their armed force so must we. 


If you look into the tangled mass of 


figures on this subject you will find that 
while other nations during the last 
fifteen years have been increasing their 
navies we have been increasing our 
expenditure on our Army, which is not 
after all our most important weapon. | 
am pleading the cause of economy first 
of all. But I have got two strings to 
my bow, or perhaps I should say two 
barrels to my blunderbuss. Failing 
economy, let us have wise expenditure. 
My contention is that we are spending 
too much money on armaments, and so 
may impair our industries ; but that if 
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the money has to be spent. then it would 
be better to spend it on the Fleet than 
on the Army. Of course we must 
have an Army, not only as a training 
school for our garrisons abroad, but 
because it would be unhealthy, and 
even immoral, for the people of Great 
Britain to live sleek, timid, and secure, 
protected by a circle of ironclad ships. 
It would have been a pleasant task to 
examine some of the wise and ingenious 
provisions which the scheme of the 
Secretary of State for War contains. 
But I have assumed a more melancholy 
duty to-night, one, perhaps. which 
would be more fittingly discharged by 
some hon. Member on the other side 
of the House. I contend that to spend 
thirty millions a year on the British 
Army is an unwise policy, against which 
the House must protest. Sir. at the 
late election I placarded “Army Reform ” 
as large as anyone. I am _ pledged to 
the hilt to Army reform. But what is 
Army reform?! I take it to be one of 
two things. Either it means the same 
efficiency at a reduced cost. or increased 
efficiency for the same cost. Perhaps 
it might mean greatly increased 
efficiency for a slightly increased cost 
But the one thing it certainly does not 
mean is a larger number of Regular 
soldiers. That is not Army reform, but 
Army increase. In the last four years 
the present Ministers have added no 
fewer than fifty-seven thousand men to 
the Regular standing Army. A further 
increase—disguised in various ways—is 
comtemplated in the present scheme. 
Sir, it is against this Army increase that 
[ protest, first in the interests of economy, 
secondly in the interests of the Fleet. I 
complain of the increase in Regular 
soldiers, and particularly of the pro- 
vision of the three army corps which 


are to be kept ready for expeditionary | 


purposes. I contend that they ought 
the ground that one is quite enough to 
fight savages, and three are not enough 
even to begin to fight Europeans. | 


hope the House will let me elaborate this. | 


The enormous and varied frontiers of the 

Empire, and our many points of contact 

with barbarous peoples, will surely 

in the future, as in the past, draw us into 

frequent little wars. Our military system 

must therefore be adapted for dealing 
Mr. Winston Churchill. 
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with these minor emergencies smoothly 
and conveniently. But we must not 
expect to meet the great civilised Powers 
in this easy fashion. We must not 
regard war with a modern Power as a 
kind of game in which we may take a 
hand, and with good luck and good 
management may play adroitly for an 
evening and come safe home with our 
winnings. It is not that, and I rejoice 
that it cannot be that. A European 

, War cannot be anything but a cruel, 
heartrending struggle, which, if we are 

ever to enjoy the bitter fruits of victory, 

‘must demand, perhaps for several years, 
the whole manhood of the nation, the 
entire suspension of peaceful industries, 
and the concentrating to one end of every 
vital energy in the community. I have 
frequently been astonished since I have 
been in this House to hear with what 
composure and how glibly Members, 
and even Ministers, talk of a European 
war. I will not expatiate on the horrors 
of war, but there has been a great change 
which the House should not omit to 
notice. In former days, when wars 
arose from individual causes, from the 
policy of a Minister or the passion of a 
King, when they were fought by small 
regular armies of professional soldiers, 
and when their course was retarded 
by the difficulties of communication and 

supply, and often suspended by the winter 

season, it was possible to limit the liabilities 
of the combatants. But now, when 
mighty populations are impelled on each 
other, each individual severally embit- 
tered and inflamed—when the resources 
of science and civilisation sweep away 
everything that might mitigate their 








fury, a European war can only end in 


the ruin of the vanquished and the 
scarcely less fatal commercial dislocation 
and exhaustion of the conquerors. Demo- 
cracy is more vindictive than Cabinets. 


The wars of peoples will be more terrible 
to be reduced by two army corps, on | 


than those of kings. ‘‘ Why, then,” 
it may be said, ‘“‘ surely we must neglect 
nothing to make ourselves secure. Let 
us vote this thirty millions without 
more ado.” If this vast expenditure 
‘on the Army were going to make us 
absolutely secure—much though I hate 
unproductive expenditure—I would not 
‘complain. But it will do no such thing. 
/The Secretary for War knows—none 
better than he—that it will not make 
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us secure, and that if we want to war | 
with any great Power his three army 
corps would scarcely serve as a vanguard. 
If we are hated, they will not make us 


Army 





loved. They are a broken reed to trust 
to. If we are in danger, they will not | 


make us safe. They are enough to) 
irritate ; they are not enough to overawe. 
They cannot make us invulnerable, but | 
they may very likely make us venture- | 
some. A prudent man insures his house | 
against fire. We are often told this! 
military expenditure is an insurance 
premium. Well, there is no doubt | 
about the premium ; we are paying that | 
all right. But I would respectfully | 
remind the House that the premium | 
has been put up during the last five | 
years, and is in fact so high now that, so | 
jar as I can calculate, in order to make | 
our insurance policy a good bargain we | 
should have to have a war equal to the | 
Boer war every fifteen years. But do we | 
get the insurance ? In putting our trust | 
in an army are we not investing in a | 
shaky concern—in a firm that could | 
not meet its obligations when called on ? | 
It may be said that it is not a mere 
question of pounds, shillings, and pence, 
but that it is a question of the honour | 
and security of the Empire. I do not | 
agree. The honour and security of the | 
British Empire do not depend, and can 
never depend, on the British Army. 
The Admiralty is the only Office strong 
enough to insure the British Empire ; 
and it can only be strong enough to do so 
because it has hitherto enjoyed the preter- 
ential monopoly of the sea. Moreover, 
the provision of these three army corps, 
ready to embark and attack anybody 
anywhere, is undoubtedly most provo- 
cative to the other Powers. No other 
nation makes, or has ever made, such a 
provision. And what of its effect on us? 
It is guite true that foreign nations 
possess gigantic armies and have lived 
at peace for thirty years. Foreign 
nations know what war is. There is 
scarcely a capital in Europe which has 
not been taken in the last one hundred 
years, and it is the lively realisation of 
the awful consequences of war which 
maintains the peace of Europe. We do 
not know what war is. We have had 
a glimpse of it in South Africa. Even 
in miniature it is hideous and appalling ; 
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but, for all our experience, war to us| 
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does not mean what it means to the 
Frenchman, or the German, or the 
Austrian. Are we not arming ourselves 
with their weapons without being under 
their restraints? What I fear is that 
these three costly and beautiful army 
corps, which are to be kept ready— 
almost at a moment’s notice—for foreign 
war will develop in the country, if they 
need developing, feelings of pride and 
power, which will not only be founded 
in actual military superiority, but only 
on the appearance of it. And in these 
days, when popular newspapers, appeal- 
ing with authority to countless readers, 
are prepared almost every morning to 
urge us into war against one or other 
—and sometimes several—of the Great 
Powers of the earth, surely we ought 
not to make it seem so easy, and even 
attractive, to embark on such terrible 
enterprises, or to think that with the 
land forces at our disposal we may 
safely intermeddle in the European 
game! What is our weapon, then ! 
The only weapon with which we can 
expect to cope with great nations is the 
Navy. This is what the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant calls “trust to 
luck and the Navy” policy. I confess 
I do trust the Navy. This new distrust 
of the Navy, a kind of shrinking from 
our natural element, the blue water on 
which we have ruled so long, is the 
most painful symptom of the military 
hydrophobia with which we are afflicted. 
Without a supreme Navy, whatever 
military arrangements we may make, 
whether for foreign expeditions or home 
defence, must be utterly vain and futile. 
With such a Navy we may hold any 
antagonist at arm’s length and feed 
ourselves in the meantime, until, if we 
find it necessary, we can turn every 
city in the country into an arsenal, 
and the whole male population into an 
army. Sir, the superiority of the Navy 
is vital to our national existence. That 
has been said before. No one will deny 
that or thank me for repeating the 
obvious. Yet this tremendous Army 
expenditure directly challenges the 
principle, and those who advocate it are 
false to the principle they so loudly 
proclaim. For the main reason that 
enables us to maintain the finest Navy 
in the world is that whereas every Euro- 
pean Power has to support a vast Army 
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first of all, we in this fortunate, happy 
island, relieved by our insular position 
of a double burden, may turn our un- 
divided efforts and attention to the 
Fleet. Why should we sacrifice a game 
in which we are sure to win to play 
a game in which we are bound to lose? 
For the same rule most certainly has a 


Army 


converse application, and just as foreign | 


Powers by reason of their pressing land 
responsibilities must be inferior to us 


at sea, so we, whatever our effort, what- | 
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troops as we might think fit. Then we 
have a“ commitment ”’ in North America 
—a “commitment ”’ which is growing 
more able to take care of itself every 
day—not a “ commitment ” about which 
we need feel much anxiety. Sir, we 
must not, however, shrink from the 
|responsibility. Of course, the danger 
which might assail us in this quarter of 
the globe would only be a war with the 
great friendly commercial nation to the 
southward. Evil would be the coun- 





ever our expenditure, by reason of our | sellors, dark would be the day when we 


paramount sea responsibilities must be 
inferior to them on land. And surely 
to adopt the double policy of equal effort 
both on Army and Navy, spending 
thirty millions on each, is to combine 
the disadvantages and dangers of all 
courses without the advantages or 
security of any, and to run the risk of | 
crashing to the ground between two 
stools, with a Navy uselessly weak and 
an Army uselessly strong. We are | 
told we have ‘ commitments ’’—not a | 
very cheerful expression—in three con- | 
tinents, and that it is in consequence | 
of these ‘‘ commitments ” that we must 
keep three army corps ready for imme- | 
diate expeditionary purposes. On what | 
principle are there to be three rather | 
than two or eight? I had hoped that 
the formulation of some definite prin- | 
ciple governing our military needs would 
be a prominent feature of any scheme 
of Army reform submitted to the nation. | 
I suppose the principle on which the 
army corps have been selected is, one | 
continent one army corps. Well, Sir, | 
I should like to look into that. In the 
first place there is Asia. What is our 
danger there? Of course, it is an, 
Anglo-Russian war on the frontier of | 
India. But if anyone takes Lord Salis- 
bury’s advice—and sometimes he gives 
very good advice—to use large scale | 
maps of Central Asia, they will see that | 
any Russian enterprise against India | 
would either have to be made with a} 
small force, in which case our Indian 
Army would be sufficient to resist it, 
or else railways would have to be built, 
just as Lord Kitchener had to build a} 
railway to Khartoum, to feed the great | 
invading forces in the barren lands | 
through which they must march, in 
which case we should have plenty of | 
time to levy and train as many British 


Mr. Winston Churchill. 
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'be looked for 


| drops of the thunder shower. 


| War 


'embarked on that most foolish, futile, 
|and fatal of all wars—a war with the 
United States. But if such a fit of 
madness should attack the Anglo-Saxon 
family, then I say both nations, having 
long enjoyed a glorious immunity from 
the curse of militarism, would be simi- 
larly placed, and no decisive events could 
until the war had_ been 


in progress for a year or two and 
enormous armies had _ been raised 
by both sides, and in this war, as in any 


other war of this kind, your three army 
corps would be merely the first few 
We shall 
be told * the lesson of the South African 
must not be forgotten.” ‘* We 
must profit by our experience in South 
Africa, and be prepared next time for 
all eventualities.”” The present scheme 
of Army increase is justified mainly on 


|the ground of our experience in South 


Africa. ‘“‘ We must be ready next time, 
says “‘the man in the street.”’ Not for 
worlds would I speak disrespectfully of 
“the man inthe street’’; but, Sir, in 


‘the first place, I cannot help hoping 


“next time’? may be a long way off. 
I trust the Government do not con- 
template fighting these wars in South 
Africa septennially. I trust they will 


finish this one in such a style that future 


recurrence will be utterly impossible, 
and that an end will be made once and 
for all of dangers from within that con- 


_tinent. Dangers from without can 
never exist in that quarter so long as 
we preserve our naval supremacy. 


Once that is lost, such dangers would 
'be dwarfed by greater catastrophes at 
‘home. But I will not look only to the 
future. I have no hesitation in asserting 
that even if this scheme had been carried 
into effect five years ago, and we had 
had our three expeditionary army corps 
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ready for foreign service in October, 
1899, even then the course of the South 
African War would not have been ma- 
terially different. You would have had 
your three army corps ready, but would 
the possession of those three army corps 
have told the Intelligence officers and the 
general staff, and the Committee of 
National Defence that more than one 
army corps was needed? And even 
if they had advised that three army 
corps should be sent forthwith, that 
would not have been enough, for, as we 
know to our cost, not three army corps 
were needed, but six. See what inade- 
quate security this scheme provides—if 


Army 


we are to embark on land enterprises | 


against civilised peoples. The Boers 
were the smallest of all civilised nations. 


Yet this precious Army scheme, in spite, 


of the thirty millions a year it is to cost, 
does not provide half the troops needed 


to conquer them; and if the scheme. 


were carried into effect—as many people 
think it cannot be carried into effect— 
and the South African War were to 
begin over again, you would again have 


to call on Volunteers, Yeomanry, and | 
Militia to alter their original contract | 


with the State and serve beyond the seas. 


Yes, against this. the smallest of all) 


civilised nations, we should have to fall 


back in these emergencies on the power 


of unrestricted sea communication, the 
wealth of a commercial country, and the 


patriotic and warlike impulses of a people | 


not wearied of the military yoke. 

The armies of Europe are bigger than 
those of the Boers, and cheaper than our 
own. France, in this present year, for 
an expenditure of twenty-eight millions, 
can mobilise twenty army corps. Ger- 
many, for twenty-six millions, gets 
twenty-two army corps. Russia, for 


thirty-two millions, can set on foot, | 


including twenty-three regular army 
corps, a total force estimated at over 
three millions of men. And what can 
Great Britain do? Taught by the ex- 
perience of the South African War, rich 
in her commerce and the generosity of 
her people. guided by the unfailing in- 
stinct of the War Office, Great Britain 
would be defended, after this scheme has 
been carried into effect, by no fewer than 
three trained army corps and three 
partly trained army corps; and for 


this she must pay two millions a year 
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Organisation. 1578: 
more than France, four millions a year 
more than Germany, and within two 
millions of the total cost of the whole 
'great Russian army. But in spite of 
every explanatory circumstance, after 
every allowance has been made, one great 
truth glows and glares in our faces, veil 
it how we may: standing armies, which 
abound on the European continent, are 
not indigenous to the British soil ; they 





|do not flourish in our climate, they are 


not suited to our national character, and 
though with artificial care and at a huge 
and disproportionate cost we may culti- 
vate and preserve them, they will after 
_all only be poor, stunted, sickly plants. 
of foreign origin. The Empire which 
has grown up around these islands is 
essentially commercial and marine. The 
whole course of our history, the geo- 
graphy of the country, all the evidences 
of the present situation, proclaim beyond 
a doubt that our power and prosperity 
alike and together depend on the eco- 
nomic command of markets and the 
naval command of the sea; and from 
the highest sentimental reasons, not less 
than from the most ordinary practical 
considerations, we must avoid a servile 
imitation of the clanking military em- 
pires of the European continent, by 
which we cannot obtain the military 
predominance and security which is 
desired, but only impair and vitiate the 
natural sources of our strength and 
|vigour. There is a higher reason still. 
There is a moral force—the Divine foun- 
| dation of earthly power—which, as the 
|human race advances, will more and 
more strengthen and protect those who 
/enjoy it; which would have protected 
‘the Boers better than all their cannon 
and brave commandos if instead of being 
|ignorant, aggressive, and corrupt, they 
had enjoyed that high moral reputation 
which protected us in the dark days of 
the war from European interference— 
for, in spite of every calumny and lie 
uttered or printed, the truth comes to 
the top, and it is known alike by peoples 
and by rulers that on the whole British 
influence is healthy and kindly, and 
makes for the general happiness and 
welfare of mankind. And we shall make 
a fatal bargain if we allow the moral 
force which this country has so long 
exerted to become diminished, or perhaps 





even destroyed for the sake of the costly, 
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trumpery, dangerous military playthings , 
on which the Secretary of State for War ' 


has set his heart. 


Debate adjourned till to-morrow, at | 


‘Two of the clock. 


CIVIL LIST [9ru 
Resolutions reported. 


1. Financial. 


payments :— 
For the King’s Civil List 


For retired allowances :—Such sums 
as may be required for the pay- 
ment in each year of retired allow- 
ances granted by Her late Majesty 
or by His present Majesty to mem- 
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York 
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For the Duchess of Cornwall and 


£10,000 


| For the Duchess of Cornwall and 
York in the event of her sur- 


| 


| York 


viving the Duke of Cornwall and 


£30,000 


| For His Majesty’s daughters—£18,000 


May]. 


For Queen Alexandra in the event 
of her surviving 
the King 


His Majesty 
£70,000 


And that provision be made for con- 

“That there be charged on the Con- | tinuing for a period of six months after 
solidated Fund as from the demise of | the close of the present reign certain 
Her late Majesty the following annual | payments so charged which would other- 
wise be then determined.” 


— £470,000 | 


Family.” 


bers of Her late Majesty’s house- 


hold not exceeding in all - £25,000 
pensions :—Such 
sums as may be required for the 
payment in each year of Civil List 
pensions already granted or here- 


for Civil List 


after to be granted. 


For the Duke of Cornwall and York | 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlexF. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allen,CharlesP.(Gloue,Stroud 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Asquith, Rt.Hn.HerbertHenry 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline Fitzroy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey 
Balfour, Rell nGerald W (Leeds 
Balfour,Maj.K. R.(Christeh’ch 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn. W. W. B.( Hants 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 

Bill, Charles 

Bond, Edward 

Boseawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bull, William James 


Mr. Winston Churchill. 


£20,000 ‘49. 


AYES. 


| Bullard, Sir Harry 

| Caldwell, James 

| Carson, Rt. Hon.Sir Edw. H. 

| Causton, Richard Knight 

| Cautley, Henry Strother 

| Cavendish, V.C. W( Derbyshire 

| Cawley, Frederick 

| Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 

| Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 

Chamberlain,Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. ) 

Chamberlain,J Austen(Wore’r 

Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 

Chapman, Edward 

Churchill, Winston Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 

Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady 

| Compton, Lord Alwyne 

| Corbett,A. Cameron(Glasgow) 

| Cox, Irwin Edward B. 

| Craig, Robert Hunter 

| Cranborne, Viscount 

Crossley, Sir Savile 

| Cust, Henry John C. 

| ea, Sir Charles 

| Dewar,John A.(Inverness-sh. 

| Dewar,TR.(T’rH’ml!'ts,S.Geo) 

| Dickson, Charles Scott 

| Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dimsdale,Sir Joseph Cockfield 

| Dorington, Sir John Edward 

| Doughty, George 





| 
| 











2. Amendment of Law. 
“ That it is expedient to amend the law 
relating to the Civil List, the Hereditary 
Revenues, and Grants for the Royal 


Resolutions read a second time. 
Motion made, and Question put, “ That 
this House doth agree with the Com- 


mittee in the First Resolution.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 248 ; Noes, 
(Division List No. 184.) 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Doxford,SirW illiam Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning- Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elibank, Master of 

Fardell, Sir T. George 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith 
Fergusson, RtHn.SirJ.(Manc’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edw. Algernon 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn.Herb. John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Goulding, Edward Altred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene,SirE. W.(B’rySEdm’ds 
Greene, HenryD.(Shrewsbury 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Greeton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 


‘ Guthrie, Walter Murray 
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Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG. (Mid’x 
Hamilton,Marq. of(L’dnderry) 
Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Hayter, Rt.Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
Heath, ArthurHoward(Hanley 





Heath, Jas. (Staffords, N. W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Heider, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse,C. E. H. (Bristol,E. ) 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hope,J F. (Sheftield, Brightside 
Howard,John( Kent, Fav’rsh’m 
Hutton, Joyn (Yorks., N. R.) 
Jeftreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kenyon, Hon.Geo. T.(Denbigh 
Keswick, William 

Law, Andrew Bonar 

Lawson, Jolin Grant 

Lee, ArthurH(Hants. Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Levy, Maurice 

Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, RtHn. Walter( Bristol,S. 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas, Col. F. (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, R. J. (Portsmouth) 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconuchie, A. W. 





M‘Arthur,Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall | 
M‘Cahnont,Col. H.LB(Cambs. | 
M‘Calmont,Col. J.(Antrim,E. 


Abraham, William(Cork, N.E. 
Ambrose, Robert 

Barry, E. (Cork, 5 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Burke, E. Haviland- 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) | 
Conon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 
Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Delany, William 
Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Farrell, James Patrick 
F french, Peter 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher —_| 
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Malcolm, [an 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W. F 
Mather, William 
Maxwell,Rt. HnSirH E(Wigt'n 
Maxwell, WJ H( Dumfriesshire 
Milton, Viscount 

Milward, Colonel Victor 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F’. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray,Col. Wyndham( Bath) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Norman, Henry 

Palmer, George Wim. (Reading 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Peel, Hn. Wm. Robt. Wellesley 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Ratcliffe, R. F. 

tea, Russell 

teid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 
Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ridley,S Forde( BethnalGreen) 
titchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 


NOES, 


Gilhooly, Jaines 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Jameson, Maj. J. Eustace 
Joyce, Michael 

Leamy, Edmund 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
Mooney, John J. 


| Murphy, J. 


Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, Kendal (Tipper’ry Mid 
O’Brien, ?. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor,James(Wicklow, W. 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, 5.) 


| O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W). 


O'Dowd, John 


[FOURTH SERIES. | 3 is 








List. 


topner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 

toyds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col.Samuel Alexander 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn. Col. E.J. 
Seely, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Shaw, Chas. Edw, (Stafford) 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H.(Renfrew 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, E.) 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks) 
Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Spencer, Rt. Hn, CR(North’nts 
Stanley, Lord ( Lanes.) 
Stevenson, Francis $. 
Strachey, Edward 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomkinson, James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tufnell, Lieut..Col. Edward 
Ure, Alexander 

Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan 
Welby, Lt.-Col. ACE(Taunton 
Welby, Sir Chas.G. E. (Notts, 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson,A.Stanley( Yorks, E.R. 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, Jolin (Glasgow) 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Younger, William 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Hayes Fisher. 


) O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 


O'Kelly, James( Roscommon,N 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, James John 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Roche, John 

Sullivan, Donal 

Tully, Jasper 

White, Patrick (Meath,North 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien. 





1583 Adjournment of 


Second resolution agreed to. 


Bill ordered to be brought in by the 
Chairman of Ways and Means, Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, Mr. Balfour, 
Mr. Secretary Ritchie, and Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain. 


Mr. A. J. BaLrour, by His Majesty's 
Command, acquainted the House that His 
Majesty and Her Majesty have declared 
their Royal pleasure that the annuity 


{COMMONS} 
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granted to Her Majesty, as Princess of 
Wales, shall cease and determine. 


CIVIL LIST BILL. 

“To make provision for the honour 
and dignity of the Crown and the Royal 
Family, and for the payment of certain 
allowances and _ pensions,” presented, 
and read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Thursday, and to 
be printed. [Bill 183.] 

Adjourned at twenty minutes 
after Twelve of the clock. 
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APPENDIX L. 


PUBLIC BILLS 


DEALT WITH IN VOLUME 


The figures in parentheses in 


Those marked thus * are Government Bills. 
the last column relate to the page in this volume. 
indicates that the Bill originated in the Lords. 


XCIII. 


“(H.L.]” following the title 





Title of Bill. Brought in by 
Alkali, WC., Works = Lord Kenyon 
Regulation [1.1. | 


*Army (Annual) -- 
Bishopric of Southwark Archbishop of Canterbury 
[H.L. } 
*County Courts (lre- Lord Ashbourne 
land) [HLL | 


London Borough Coun- Earl of Aberdeciu 
cils (Women’s Dis- 
abilities Removal) 


[HAL] 


*Lunaey (Ireland) [H.t.] | Lord Ashbourne 


Marriages Legalisation Lord Belper 


[H.1. | 

Military Instruction Viscount de Montinorency 
(Schools and Cadets) | 
| H.L. ] 

Polling Arrangements | Lord Libblesdule 


(Parliamentary 
Boroughs) [H.L.] 


Polling Districts(County Lord Ribblesdale 
Councils) [H.L.] 


Publie Libraries [H.1. | Lord Windsor 


Solicitors [H.1. | | Lord Alverstone 


(A.) House or Lorps. 





Progress. 


Read 2 10 May (1280); 
Committee, Report, 13 Mav 
(1423) 

Royal Assent 29 April (1) 

Read 1° 10 May (1279) 

Committee, Report, 3 May 
(564); Committee on Rx 
commitment, Report, 10 


May (1280) 


Read 1¢ 10 May (1280) 


Read 1¢3 May (564); Read 
2¢ 9 May (1120); Com- 
mittee, Report, 10 May 
(1281) 

Ktead 2 2 May (390); Com 
mittee, Report, 6 May 


(725) 


Read 2" 29 April (5) 
Read 3¢ 2 May (390) 


Read 3¢ 2 Mav (390) 
Report 6 May (725); Read 
3¢9 May (1121) 


Read 2* 30 April (177) 








i House or Commons. 


(B.) House or Commons. 





Title of Bill. 
Church Parish Councils 
*Civil List 


Coroners’ 
talities) 


*Demise of the Crown 
* Education 


Education (Young Children School 
Attendance) (Scotland) 


*Finance 
Highways 
Land Rating (England and Wales) 
Land Tenure 

*Larceny 

* Loan 


Marriage with a Deceased Wife’s 


Sister 
Private Legislation Procedure 
(treland) 


Steam Engines and Boilers (Persons 
in Charge) 


Town Holdings 
Ulster Custom (No. 2) 


Wine and Beerhouse Acts Amend- 
ment 


Brought in by 


Mr. Mellor 


Mr. J. W. Lowther 


Inquests (Railway Fa- | Ilr. Channing 


| Sir Robert F, inlay 


Sir J. Gorst 


| ‘Mr. Pirie 


Mr. J. W. Lowther 


| Mr. Bill 


Mr. John Burns 


Mr. Lambert 


| Sir Robert Finlay 


Mr. J. WW. Lowther 


Sir Brampton Gurdon 


Mr. Heimph ill 


Mr. Jucoby 


| Mr. Channing 


Mr. T. W. Russell 


' Mr. Herbert Lewis 





Progress. 


Read 1° 3 May (621) 


Read 1° 13 May 
(1583) 


' Second Rdg. (Adjd.) 


May 1 (384) 


Committee 9 May 
(1258) 
Read 1° 7 May (970) 


| Read 2’ 1 May (323) 


Read 1” 3 May (x99) 


' Read 1° 3 May (621) 


Read 1° 30 Apr. (319) 
Second Rdg. (Adjd.) 
8 May (1044) 
Read 1’ 3 May (621) 
Read 1° 29 Apr. (127) 


Committee Apr. 30 
(320) 


Second Rdg. (Adjd.) 
1 May (380) 


Read 2’1 May (348) 


Read 1°10 May (1366) 
Read 1° 30 Apr. (319) 


Read 1° 35 May (624) 





P. 


In 


Py 


Py 





APPENDIX. IT. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


SESSION 1901. 


List OF RULEs, ORDERS, &c., which have been presented during the Session, and 
are required by Statute to lie for an appointed number of Days upon the Table 


of the House. 


[Continuation of List given in preceding Volume. | 


Title of Paper. 


Public Records( Admiralty),—Copy of Seventh Schedule | 
containing a List and Particulars of Classes of | 
Documents which have been removed from the | 
Office of the Commissioners for executing the office | 
of Lord High Admiral of the United Kingdom of | 
Great Britain and Ireland, and deposited in the | 

Public Record Oftice, but are not considered of | 

sufficient public value to justify their preservation | 

therein [40 and 41 Vie., ¢. 55, s. 1] 

| 


Public Records (Supreme Court of Judicature), —Copy | 
of Schedule containing a List and Particulars of | 
Classes of Documents existing or accruing in the | 
Central Office and jin the District Registries | 
which are not considered of sufficient public value | 
to justify their ——— in the Public Record | 
Office [40 and 41 Vic., c. 55, s. 1] | 


} 
! 


Inebriate Reformatories (Ireland) (Rules),—Copy of | 
Regulations under the Inebriates Act, 1898, for | 
Visiting Committees of State Inebriate Refor- 
matories in Ireland [61 and 62 Vic., ¢. 60, s. 21 (1)] 


| 

Public Records (Board of Trade),—Copy of Senet | 

Schedule containing a List and Particulars of | 
Classes of Documents existing or accruing in the | 
Otfice of the Registrar General of Shipping and | 
Seamen (under the general suseiabeakines and | 
control of the Board of Trade), or which have been | 
removed therefrom, but which are not considered 

of sufficient public value to justify their preservation | 

in the Public Record Office (40 and 41 Vic., ¢. 55, | 

s 1] | 


Prisons (England and Wales),—Copy of Rules approved | 


by the Secretary of State for the Home Department | 
with respect to the Constitution of the Visiting 
Committee of Hull Prison [40 and 41 Vic., ¢. 21, s. | 
51] 


Date from which 
the Period ruus. 


30 April 


30 April 


6 May 


6 May 


7 May 


Period to lie upon 
the Table. 


4 weeks 


4 weeks (whilst 
the House is 
sitting) 


4 weeks 


40 days 





List OF RULES, OrDERS, &¢c.—-confinued. 


Title of Paper. Date from which 
the Period runs. 





Universities of Oxford and Cambridge Act, 1877 9 May 
(Cambridge), — Copy of Statutes made by the 
Governing Body ot Sidney Sussex College, Cam- 
bridge, under the Universities of Oxford and 
Cambridge Act, 1877, on 22nd December 1900, 
amending Sections 6 and 10 of Statute X. and 
Statute XXIV. of the Statutes of that College 


[40 and 41 Vic., c. 48, s. 50] 


‘niversities of Oxford and Cambridge Act, 1877 13 May 
(Oxford), —Copy of Statutes made by the Governing 
Body of Christ Church, Oxford, under the 
Universities of Oxford and Cambridge Act, 1877, 
on l4th November and 5th December, respectively. 
amending Statute XXIII. (College Exhibitions) of 
the Statutes of that College (25 and 26 Vic., c. 26, 


s. 7] 


Period to Jie upon 
the Table. 


12 weeks 


12 weeks. 
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